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Nationalist comment 



Chickens coming 
home to roost 

Make no mistake. The bomb explosions 
in Istanbul, one of the victims of which was 
our Consul Roger Short, were targeted at 
Britain, and are the penalty we have been 
made to pay for Premier Blair’s collabor¬ 
ation with the Americans in their invasion 
and occupation of Iraq. It had long been 
predicted that something like this was going 
to happen, and now the predictions have 
come true. 

But it was equally predictable that the 
response of Blair and his Government would 
be, not to reconsider their insane policy of 
supporting Bush’s war, but only to treat the 
bombings as an affirmation of how right the 
policy has been. The attacks in Istanbul, 
claimed Blair at a press conference on the 
21st November, showed that the mission in 
Iraq was “noble and necessary.” 

In fact, this amounts to a classic non- 
sequitur. The Government has claimed - and 
it has been acknowledged by the perpetrators 


- that the attacks were the work of A1 Qaeda. 
It has been clearly established that there was 
never any link between A1 Qaeda and the 
former Iraqi regime of Saddam Hussein. 
Equally clear is that the quick military victory 
of the Coalition in Iraq has done nothing 
whatever to put an end to terror but has 
merely increased it. 

Blair said at the same press conference:- 

“Once again we must affirm that in the 
face of this terrorism there must be no 
holding back, no compromise, no hesit¬ 
ation in confronting this menace, in 
attacking it wherever and whenever we 
can and in defeating it utterly.” 

Tough words! But let us remember that 
these words come from the man who has 
been compromising and holding back from 
dealing with the terror of the IRA from the 
moment he took office six and a half years 
ago. Why this appearance of steely resolve 
against terror abroad while there is the same 
jellyfish policy towards terror at home? 

But such tough words are mere empty 
blather. The fact is that A1 Qaeda and other 
Islamic terrorists have an enormous sea in 
which to swim - in the form of the vast 
extent and teeming populations of the 
Islamic world. There simply is no way to 
stop them by armed offensives into Islamic 
countries. The only solution to the terror is to 
understand the grievances that give rise to 
them and then remove those grievances. 
From the standpoint of America, this means 
withdrawing support from Israel. From the 
standpoint of Britain, it means ceasing to be 
America’s lapdog. 

The Istanbul atrocities showed Tony 


Blair’s chickens coming home to roost. But 
will the lessons be learned? At the moment it 
seems highly unlikely. How many more 
British soldiers and civilians will have to die 
before sanity prevails? 

Anti-Bush protest: were 
the media hiding the facts? 

The large demonstrations against Pres¬ 
ident Bush’s visit to Britain last month seem 
to us to have been aimed at the wrong target. 
The object of the protests should have been, 
not the US leader, but his British lackey. It 
was Tony Blair, not George W. Bush, who 
sent British forces into Iraq and who is now 
keeping them there. The protesters seem to 
need reminding that Britain is supposed to be 
a sovereign state, and one which should be 
making its own decisions as to whether to go 
to war and whether to maintain a post-war 
occupation of a foreign country. Bush is not 
to blame for British deaths suffered in the 
Iraq conflict, Blair is. 

This said, a considerable number of quite 
normal, decent British people turned out for 
the demonstrations - many of them perhaps 
understanding that Blair should be the focus 
of their anger but taking part because those 
demonstrations were the only show in town. 
We know these people to have been there 
because we had observers on the spot in 
Central London to observe their presence. 
However, from TV and newspaper reports of 
the occasion they might just as well have 
been invisible. 

Every TV report we saw and every press 
photo that came to our notice made it appear 
that the only people present in the protests 
were a rag-bag of lefty freaks, attired in every 
imaginable form of weird clothing and 
prancing around like dervishes high on drugs. 
Just one look at them might have been 
enough to make any unthinking person feel 
almost sympathetic to Blair and his guest. 
Was this the intention of the media coverage 
- to discredit the anti-Iraq war cause by 
portraying its protagonists as nothing better 
than a branch of Rentamob? 

It happens that we and the Left have in 
common the fact that we both oppose Blair 
and Bush’s Iraq policy, but we do so for 
vastly different reasons. We believe that 
Britain should never embark on overseas 
adventures nor risk the lives of British 
service personnel, except where concrete 
British interests are at stake. To us, what 
happens in a country like Iraq - who rules 
there and in what manner, whether there is 
dictatorship or ‘democracy’, what conditions 
are generally - is all a matter of supreme 
indifference. We cannot police the world. 
Even the Americans cannot police the world. 
They should protect what is theirs and we 
should protect what is ours. Nothing else is 
worth a single drop of our people’s blood. 
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on the 


We believe that these same thoughts 
were in the minds of many who turned out on 
the demos on November 20th, but their 
presence failed to steal the show. 

The Tories: just 
more of the same 

The ditching of Iain Duncan Smith and 
the accession of Michael Howard to the 
Conservative Party leadership will change 
nothing. We knew this when it became clear 
that it was imminent, and nothing the new 
leader has said since he took over causes us 
to change our minds. 

Among Howard’s first words on becom¬ 
ing Tory boss was his statement that he 
would “lead from the centre.” This surely 
must have provoked deep groans from those 
who hoped for something different. It was 
precisely because of Duncan Smith’s attempts 
to do just that - to be at one and the same 
time acceptable to the party’s traditionalist 
wing and to its flabby liberal element - that 
he fell between the two stools and ended up 
satisfying nobody, having offered no robust 
policies whatever to deal with the crucial 
problems affecting the country. 

Howard couldn’t have made it more clear 
that he was set along the same ineffectual 
road. “I’ve changed, and so must our party,” 
he cooed in a TV interview. He pleaded for 
“a more consensual and inclusive approach,” 
and spoke of “winning hearts and minds.” 
All standard Duncan Smith language, and all 
futile hot air. Indeed, the very utterance of 
the word ‘inclusive’ should be enough to tell 
us that nothing is going to be any different. 
‘Inclusive’ has today become one of those 
words that get people with healthy political 
instincts itching to get their hands on guns. 

A few days afterwards, it was reported 
that the Conservatives were going to move 
out of their long-established headquarters in 
Smith Square, Westminster, in what was 
called “a symbolic break with the past.” A 
party spokesman was quoted as saying that 
the building, with its Georgian facade, was 
“not a suitable office environment for a party 
in the 21st century.” So just what is going to 
be achieved in terms of really relevant 
policies by a mere change of premises? Is the 
Howard regime going to be one interested 
primarily in cosmetics? 

Another observation that might be made 
of the ‘new’ Tory Party hierarchy is that its 
flavour is, shall we say, more than a little 
‘kosher’. Howard himself is the first Jewish 
Tory leader since Disraeli. His shadow chan¬ 
cellor is none other than Michael Letwin, 
another political contortionist who, like 
Portillo, ‘reinvented’ himself from a hard¬ 
line ‘right-winger’ into a dripping wet when 
career requirements pointed in that direction. 
Then there is the new party chairman, who 
will be none other than Lord Saatchi. Quite a 


trio! Perhaps readers will advise us if we 
have left anyone out. 

The new chief is the son of a gentleman 
who landed here from Romania claiming to 
be a ‘refugee’ and bearing the name of 
Bemat Hecht, settled himself in South Wales 
and took on the name of ‘Howard’. That is a 
little surprising; knowing these people, one 
might have expected him to call himself 
something like ‘Daffyd Llewellyn Jones’. 
However, we can quite sure of one thing: 
media references to son Michael will no 
doubt class him henceforth as a ‘Welshman’ 
- in deference to the canons of political 
correctness and good taste. 

This, then, is Her Majesty’s ‘Oppos¬ 
ition’. What do the French say about “Plus 
ga change... ”? 


What kind of 
police do we want? 

Following the revelations of a ‘spy’ 
planted among police cadets in the Greater 
Manchester area - the subject of comment in 
these columns last month - the hue and cry 
about ‘racism’ in the ranks of our guardians 
of the law has reached an ever-louder 
crescendo of hysteria. One chief constable 
and deputy after another has paid the 
required ritual compliments to the race 
relations industry by speaking of his 
‘disgust’ and ‘horror’ at the phenomenon. At 
the same time, Home Secretary David 
Blunkett got in his two-pennyworth by 
announcing that police officers with links to 
the British National Party would be hounded 
out of their jobs - something currently not 
possible because such people are protected 
by the law against any such victimisation, 
but something he clearly intends to change 
by new legislation. He said last month: “I do 



BLUNKETT 
Wants to bar 
BNP 
members 
from police 


not believe that it is tenable for a member of 
the British National Party to be a police 
officer.” 

To which we must reply: why ever not? It 
would be perfectly right for police officers to 
be disciplined if there were any evidence that 
in the carrying out of their duties they had 
treated ethnic minorities in a manner 
different to Whites, for instance if they had 
allowed Whites to get away with offences for 


month’s news 


which they would have arrested and charged 
non-Whites. But this is not what Mr. 
Blunkett is driving at. He is maintaining that 
a member of the BNP should not be allowed 
to be a police officer, quite regardless of 
whether he has allowed this to affect his 
performance of his job or not. This brings us 
no small number of degrees closer to 
Orwell’s 1984 - or, if you prefer, the Soviet 
police under Stalin. It is a quite intolerable 
interference with the rights people are supp¬ 
osed to enjoy in a democracy, and would 
justify challenge under current ‘human- 
rights’ legislation - though whether that 
would ever be allowed is another question. 

But, even more seriously, we have to ask 
ourselves: what is it exactly that we want 
from our police? Is it the purpose of a police 
force to attain the greatest possible effect¬ 
iveness in fighting crime? Or is policing to 
be based on another, essentially political, 
priority? Already, in the vastly lowered 
efficiency and morale of our police forces we 
can perhaps see the results of a policy by 
which promotions to the highest rank appear 
to be made on political credentials rather 
than ability and performance. Now it looks 
as if we are going to take some further steps 
along that path. 

Men and women who choose jobs in the ' 
field of law and order tend by nature more 
often than not to be of a ‘rightist’ disposition. 
It would follow that a portion of them would 
be sympathetic to, if not actually members 
of, the BNP. The result of a policy that 
disqualifies them from jobs in the police 
would quite surely be to deny our police 
forces the services of many of their best 
potential officers and attract a large number 
of recruits of inferior quality. Is this what the 
country wants? It most certainly seems to be 
what our politicians want! 

Bravo England! 

It is very rarely in these times that we 
have the opportunity to comment on good 
news. However, just such an occasion was 
provided by the victory of England’s magni¬ 
ficent rugby team in the World Cup in Aust¬ 
ralia last month. 

To read a political message into this 
achievement may perhaps seem to be stretch¬ 
ing things a bit far, but there is something 
about the entire England rugby set-up which 
provides a model for Britain in every sphere 
of affairs. There is the intense patriotism and 
desire to be best. There is a tremendous spirit 
of putting the team before self. There is self- 
confidence, pride and character. Apart from 
one player with a West Indian father, the 
winning team is overwhelmingly white and 
Anglo-Saxon. The players, unlike some of 
their soccer counterparts, look and behave 
like real men. English rugby has pointed the 
way to the kind of country we ought to be. 
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AT LAST LABOUR ADMIT 
IT - THEY WANT THE 
IMMIGRANTS HERE! 


In an historic keynote speech last month. 
Home Secretary David Blunkett acknowledged 
what we have all known but politicians, includ¬ 
ing those of his own party, have persistently 
denied. This Labour Government has no policy 
for controlling immig¬ 
ration; on the contrary, 
it is bent on promoting 
it. 

Addressing the Royal 
Institute of International 
Affairs on the 12th 
November, Mr. Blunkett 
said that "effectively 
managed" legal immig¬ 
ration was vital for the 
economy and society as 
a whole. No successful 
country, he maintained, 
could afford to adopt an 
anti-immigration policy in these times. 

The main thrust of the Home Secretary's 
speech seemed to be that the problem of 
dealing with immigrants coming in by the back 
door had become so acute, and the process so 
out of control, that the whole matter would be 
solved by making immigration legal, open and 
welcome. That would, of course, be denied by 
the Government but it is what its policy 
amounts to. 

'LOW BIRTHRATE' ARGUMENT 

The argument about immigrants being vital 
to the economy rests on the claim that in 
Britain, as with most of the rest of Europe, the 
birthrate of the indigenous population is so low 
that more young people (which most immi¬ 
grants are) are urgently needed to redress the 
imbalance between young and old, working 
and non-working. 

What the argument ignores is the fact that 


this low birthrate, and the generation imbal¬ 
ance in which it results, is the direct result of 
policies that the politicians - those of Labour in 
particular - have been pursuing for the past 
half-century. Successive governments have 

done everything they 
could to discourage 
Britons from having 
large families. This has 
been done by inade¬ 
quate encouragement 
to family life, excessive 
taxation of the hard¬ 
working, and the 
constant promotion of 
a culture glorifying 
feminism and down¬ 
grading the status of 
women as wives and 
mothers. 

The real solution to this problem of the 
British birthrate is to change these policies, 
change the culture and give proper encourage¬ 
ment to our own people to bear and raise 
healthy British sons and daughters. 

MORE IMMIGRANTS, MORE VOTES! 

But let us not imagine that the birthrate 
argument is the real reason why Labour wants 
more immigrants. That is just a facade. 

Labour knows that immigrants and their 
descendants are more likely to vote for the 
party than for its rivals. The immigrants know 
that Labour will give them more than will the 
other parties. It's a cosy little two-way deal! 

Not only that, but Labour is ideologically 
committed to a multi-racial, one-world society 
in which distinct nations and races will cease 
to exist. Labour, in effect, hates Britain and 
wants to destroy it. More surely than any 
conquering army, immigration will do this. 
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The things they're saying 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


The Government talks tough. It insists it is 
“not afraid to take difficult decisions.” 

But make no mistake. Yesterday’s ann¬ 
ouncement of an amnesty for 15,000 asylum- 
seeker families is a despairing admission of 
utter failure. 

This is a Government that has lost control 
of our borders, lost control of the asylum 
system and increasingly relies on rhetoric as 
the shambles lurches from bad to worse... 

... the message to would-be refugees might 
as well be proclaimed with bells and whistles: 
make it to Britain and you’re home free. Not 
only will you be looked after and legally 
aided, but you can appeal to your heart’s 
content. And in the end you’ll be allowed to 
stay, whether your claim is bogus or not. 

LEADER ARTICLE 
Daily Mail (25.10.03) 

It is way past the time this Government 
and all its associated parts took note of the 
growing resentment and anxieties of the 
indigenous population. 

We are fed up with the asylum shambles, 
seeing those here walking about, well-dressed, 
new small mobile ’phones. 

My sons work every hour of the day and 
sometimes longer to keep their heads above 
water to pay their way. They are decent, law- 
abiding citizens as are millions more, whilst 
all these young immigrants - all young men 
- seem to sit around in coffee bars with 
money to spend! They are not British citizens 
and should not have the rights of such. 

Lastly, why can’t all these young men be 
sent back and trained to fight the enemy in 
their country as our young men had to 63 
years ago! 

And now, yet again, our young men are 
fighting and dying in the countries of these 
immigrants, illegal or otherwise, while they 
swan around here. 

P. DEAN (Mrs.) 

Kent on Sunday (2.11.03) 

We are constantly warned against apply¬ 
ing any generalisations to the Islamic or 
black communities. We must not think that 
Muslim clerics, pouring our their murderous 
hatred of the West and Judaism, have any¬ 
thing to do with the overwhelming majority 
of moderate Muslims. Similarly, we must 
not be trapped into the dangerous fallacy that 
gun violence, drug-dealing and serial father¬ 
hood are somehow prevalent among young 
Afro-Caribbean men. 

Yet this terror of stereotyping of anyone - 
except white police officers - ignores the 
reality of modem British society. Islamic 
fundamentalism and black criminality are 
not figments of a twisted imagination. They 
are an integral part of the cultural diversity 


we are all meant to celebrate... After decades 
of advancing multi-culturalism, Britain is the 
most violent country in Europe, with the 
highest rates of gun crime, drug-taking and 
street robbery. 

In such a context, it is hardly a surprise if 
some white police officers, working in 
crime-ridden urban areas, have a suspicious 
view of certain ethnic minorities. That is not 
prejudice. It is just experience. 

LEO McKINSTRY 
The Spectator (1.11.03) 

What kind of police force will emerge 
from the permanent frenzy of ‘anti-racism’? 
It will certainly be an effective instrument of 
the coming Total State. And if informers are 
to be an acknowledged presence in the police 
force, why shouldn’t the authorities implant 
them in every profession and activity? 

Look closely at your neighbour at all 
times. He may be watching you. 

The reduction of the police force to a 
crowd of uneasy, mutually suspicious neur¬ 
otics will be the latest triumph of the race 
relations industry. It will not be the last. 

PETER SIMPLE 
The Daily Telegraph (31.10.03) 

Two men bobbing up and down, sniping 
at each other, scoring points but changing 
nothing. This is how Prime Minister’s Ques¬ 
tion Time appears. 

Yet just about everyone agreed last week 
that Michael Howard gave as good as he got, 
boosted Tory morale and brought the House 
back to life... 

I really don’t think any of these chaps has 
any idea how pointless this looks beyond the 
rarified atmosphere of Westminster. Two 
smug barristers trying to outdo each other is 
not my idea of fun, or democracy. 

All parties talk of trying to find a new way 
of doing politics. This is not it. Yet while the 
political classes continue to celebrate these 
peculiar performances, nothing will change. 

SUZANNE MOORE 
The Mail on Sunday (16.11.03) 

It is always gratifying when a politician 
gets a taste of the disastrous consequences of 
his actions. 

Hence my pleasure on reading that Paul 
Wolfowitz, America’s Deputy Defence Sec¬ 
retary and number two to the famous prose 
poet, Donald Rumsfeld, had narrowly 
escaped death on his recent visit to Iraq when 
a rocket was fired at his hotel. Colleagues 
were described as having to flee from their 
rooms clutching their pyjamas. 

No one did more to promote the ill-fated 
Iraq invasion than this neo-conservative hawk 


Mr. Wolfowitz. It was he who was reported 
long ago, when the invasion was first being 
discussed, as saying that Iraq was ‘do-able’. 

Since then, thousands have died and 
American soldiers are being killed on a daily 
basis. Now the thing that must worry Wolfo¬ 
witz and, I presume, Blair and Straw, is 
whether Iraq is wwdo-able. In other words, 
how and when are they going to get out of 
the mess they have got themselves into. 

RICHARD INGRAMS 
The Observer (2.11.03) 

A squalid putsch and a series of dirty 
deals will not save the Tory Party. Nothing 
will save the Tory Party. 

The efforts to do so are macabre and ugly, 
like the goings-on in Dr. Frankenstein’s 
laboratory. 

The pathetic relief and forced smiles of 
Tory MPs after the latest leadership trans¬ 
plant have the look of desperation, as well 
they might. 

I marvel at the blatant dishonesty of the 
whole thing. Is anyone really fooled? 

Only a week ago, the people now rallying 
to Michael Howard with cries of devotion 
were declaring their deathless loyalty to IDS, 
now carted off in a political body bag. Power- 
hungry figures have refrained from standing 
for the leadership and we are supposed to 
believe they were offered nothing in return. 

Bah, humbug! 

The Tory Party currently resembles a cage 
in which several savage small animals are 
kept in order only by the threat that the pet- 
shop owner will drown the lot of them if they 
succumb to the biting and gouging that they 
instinctively long to do. 

PETER HITCHENS 
The Mail on Sunday (2.11.03) 

‘Nice’ or ‘Nasty’? Tory politicians them¬ 
selves have chosen to describe alternative 
policies in these childish but convenient 
terms, so we may as well use them... 

‘Nice’ (or modernising) policies would 
mean lots of women and ‘ethnic minority’ 
candidates, with a good number of homo¬ 
sexuals, blind, deaf and crippled people, at 
least one dwarf and perhaps the odd giant. 
The leader would have to be black... 

‘Nasty’ (that is recognisably Conservative) 
policies would mean, for a start, quietly 
taking over the British National Party, and 
adapting some of its more reasonable ideas, 
quitting ‘Europe’, abolishing the Commiss¬ 
ion for Racial Equality and restoring the 
death penalty... 

PETER SIMPLE 
The Daily Telegraph (7.11.03) 
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More on the 
enemy within 


"By the early 1990s Ml5 had success¬ 
fully recruited or turned several agents 
inside the BNP." 

Defending the Realm (Mark 
Hollingsworth and Nick Fielding) 1999. 

"Scotland yard and Ml5 are planning a 
huge covert operation to break up 
violent racist organisations. The 
Express has learned that intelligence 
officers will infiltrate Far Right groups 
such as the British National Party ... 

"We plan to dose down these organis¬ 
ations by using every administrative 
device available to us , "said a Yard 
source. 

Daily Express, 8th February 1999. 

WHEN, some four years ago, I said that 
the nationalist movement in Britain was 
heavily infiltrated by government agents, 
and that these had had a significant role in 
certain important developments in the 
movement there was much shaking of 
heads. Even some of my closest allies and 
friends - people in broad agreement with 
me on movement matters - thought that 
perhaps in this case I was taking conspir¬ 
acy theories a bit too far. 

It is interesting to observe that the 
matters on which I spoke then are now 
common currency in nationalist circles, with 
some connoisseurs even exceeding my own 
zeal in reading state infiltration and sabotage 
into recent events. 

Of course, there is always a danger of 
taking this conspiracy theme too far. No one 
should ever underestimate the human factor 
in politics: the ways in which personal ego¬ 
tism, ambition, jealously, vindictiveness, 
na'ivity and folly can suffice to explain un¬ 
favourable happenings which it is tempting 
to put down to some diabolically subversive 
plan. In all such matters there has to be some 
balance, and we have to evaluate these 
happenings with objectivity and cool heads, 
marshalling and considering all the known 
facts and not allowing pet personal hobby¬ 
horses to cloud judgement. As a fully paid- 
up member of the association of conspiracy 
theorists, I have often to impose this discip¬ 
line on myself - lest conspiracy should 
become a convenient excuse for our own 
shortcomings and failures. Nevertheless, in 
the case of a movement like our own is 
always wise to recognise the existence of 
destructively subversive forces close at hand. 
As another writer in this magazine said only 
last month when speaking in an entirely 


different context, just because you’re para¬ 
noid it doesn’t mean they’re not out to get 
you! 

I first started to think seriously about the 
question of enemy sabotage of nationalist 
organisations back in the late 1970s when 
leader of the National Front. It occurred to 
me then, drawing upon some 20 years of 
previous experience, that these organisations 
seemed to have built into them an almost 
uncanny self-destruct facility. Just when 
progress was being consolidated and favour¬ 
able opportunities for the future were in 
prospect, they would implode in orgies of 
internal conflict, and often disintegrate into 
fragments - when a bit of calm and mature 
discussion of differences could have kept 
things together. Indeed, it was not infre¬ 
quently that such conflict could break out at 
moments of the greatest political success, 
whereas the standard supposition has always 
been that they occur in times of disapp¬ 
ointment and frustration, with a natural search 
for scapegoats. 

Who is the enemy? 

A definition of what is meant by ‘enemy’ 
should at this point be made clear. It can be 
the government of the day, operating through 
its agencies of internal security and policing, 
which in Britain are normally MI5 and the 


What might 
have sounded 
like paranoia a 
while ago is now 
a common 
talking point. 
JOHN TYNDALL 
explains. 


institutions of the mass media. It could even 
be some foreign agency. Israel’s Moss ad 
would very likely be one, but there is also the 
CIA, which I am convinced has people active 
all around the globe in operations to damage 
parties outside (and indeed inside) the 
United States which stand for national 
sovereignty and thus threaten the drive to a 
Washington-dominated World Order. 

That these various agencies may have 
different reasons for working against groups 
like the BNP should not obscure the fact that, 
pursuant to the same end, they will co¬ 
operate. We already have evidence that 
Searchlight magazine works hand-in-glove 
with the broadcasting services and certain 
mainstream national newspapers in partner¬ 
ships where the different parties, though they 
may not like each other, are perfectly willing 
to hold their noses in operations geared to 
damaging our party. Therefore when we use 
the term ‘enemy’ in a sweeping and rather 
inexact way this is perfectly permissible in as 
far as we are speaking of alliances of hostile 


HEADQUARTERS 
OF THE THOUGHT 
POLICE 

This horrific-looking 
building on London’s 
South Bank is the 
nerve centre of oper¬ 
ations aimed at neut¬ 
ralising dissident 
political groups like 
the BNP 


Special Branch of Scotland Yard. It could be 
the political left, of which the Searchlight 
organisation comes first to mind. It could be 
one of the mainstream political parties, 
especially the Conservative Party, which has 
an interest in keeping nationalists corralled 
impotently within its own fold rather than 
have them working, much more effectively, 
against the party from the outside. It could be 
one or more of the vast and powerful 



persons and organisations working to a 
common goal. 

So what is that common goal? It is 
self-evident that it is to damage, neutralise 
and if possible destroy the kind of organ¬ 
isation that the BNP represents. “We plan to 
close down these organisations...” A Scot¬ 
land Yard representative has been honest 
enough to spell it out. Does anyone seriously 
suggest that since those words were uttered a 
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little under five years ago the spokesman and 
his colleagues have been sitting on their 
hands? 

‘Close down’ actually may be an over¬ 
simplification. Where in any country there is 
a strong current of opposition to prevailing 
policy, the closure of one such organisation 
is likely only to lead to the opening up of 
another. Until such time as Britain has its 
own network of gulags, to which places are 
dispatched the leaders of radical dissent, 
there is always going to exist a body of 
opinion, not insubstantial, whose adherents 
are ready to work actively against the policy 
of the day, the ruling consensus. The 
emergence of such a movement cannot be 
prevented, and as the consequences of the 
policy bite harder it is likely to grow and 
become ‘dangerous’. Short of actual physical 
suppression, how is to be countered? The 
answer to this question has been worked out 
a long time ago. 

Sabotaging revolution 

In an article on this subject in the May 
2001 issue of Spearhead , I referred to the 
practice of the Czarist police in pre-rev¬ 
olutionary Russia of planting their agents in 
radical, left-wing and ‘liberal’ organisations, 
sometimes to keep an eye open for illegal 
activity - assassination plots, for instance - 
but also to act as agents of disruption, 
division, internal quarrelling and destabilis¬ 
ation. The idea was to prevent any revolut¬ 
ionary organisation achieving sufficient of a 
coalescing of individuals and factions to 
become powerful and truly threaten the 
status quo. If a revolutionary party existed 
that might show signs of this, it must be split 
and its parts rendered too small and under¬ 
resourced to be effective. And there were 
ample individuals on hand to assist in that 
process, some simply following the disrup¬ 
tive impulses of their own natures, some 
acting according to a deliberate strategy 
traceable to the commissariat of police 
responsible to the Czar himself. 

On the other hand, if no such revolut¬ 
ionary organisations existed at all, there 
would be lacking the safety valves necessary 
for revolutionary activity to find outlets. 
Better that they be preserved in some form or 
another, as long as they were politically 
impotent. In other words, if a channel for 
opposition did not exist, it would have to be 
created! 

This technique became widely employed 
throughout the world in the century follow¬ 
ing, and it came to be known as ‘controlled 
opposition’. It is a well-understood device of 
all totalitarians, though there can be and have 
been instances where it may be employed for 
essentially patriotic purposes - a situation 
most definitely not applicable to late 20th 
and early 21st century Britain. 

Just how are government or other hostile 
agents placed in organisations so that they 
may work to this purpose? There are two 



THE BOND IMAGE 

By the projection of this fantasy world of 
cinema and TV, people can be persuaded 
that by working as government agents 
against ‘extremists’ they are doing their 
patriotic duty. 

main methods. 

The agent may be recruited by the state 
security service as a career operative. He or 
she will join the service perhaps on leaving 
university because of a liking for such work. 
In Defending the Realm , a book describing 
the work of MI5, the authors Mark Hollings¬ 
worth and Nick Fielding say of those who 
gravitate to this kind of profession:- 

“Glamour and secrecy make for a very 
elite club. Some accept membership as a 
birthright. To those of a new broader 
intake, who were not bom to expect easy 
superiority, membership is a privilege. To 
both types, belonging to MI5 offers a 
private thrill. This can compensate for 
many social or personal inadequacies.” 

Paid ‘patriots’ 

It would be a mistake to presume that a 
government agent detailed to infiltrate an 
organisation like the BNP would necessarily 
be one with left-wing inclinations. Accord¬ 
ing to Hollingsworth and Fielding, agents are 
more often Conservative-oriented, even 
moderately right-wing. They have been 
thoroughly trained and conditioned to regard 
a party like ours as a ‘subversive’ organis¬ 
ation, and can genuinely believe that they are 
fulfilling a patriotic duty in working against 
it. Of course, people of this disposition will 
find aspects of the BNP with which they can 
agree and identify, and this will make them 
far more convincing in their act of appearing 
loyal members. They can speak sympathetic¬ 
ally of some BNP policies and actually mean 
what they say. 

It is only necessary to explore the 
fictional world of James Bond and Bulldog 
Drummond to appreciate the genuine appeal 
of an agent’s work to the loyal British 


patriot, serving Queen and Country in the 
never-ending fight against the foes of 
‘democracy’. It is a short cut from this 
agreeable fantasy to a role in curbing the real 
activities of the supposed Blofelds and Gold- 
fingers operating on the home soil! 

Turning 

The other method of recruitment of 
agents is to find them already inside the 
organisations targeted for infiltration and to 
‘turn’ them. This involves skilful exercises 
in psychology at which the heads of security 
services are usually trained and experienced 
masters. The agent to be recruited has in all 
likelihood joined the organisation for 
perfectly genuine reasons but has come to 
have doubts about his previous loyalties. The 
loyalty doubt may be ideological or it may be 
about the existing leadership; or in fact it 
could simply turn on some particular 
colleague with whom there has been a 
quarrel. Hollingsworth and Fielding homed 
in on this tendency:- 

“People usually work for MI5 as agents 
because they are disillusioned for ideo¬ 
logical reasons. They have lost faith polit¬ 
ically or regret their past actions... Some 
turn because of personality clashes within 
the group and want to take revenge 
against former comrades, while others are 
motivated by cash payments. Then there 
are those who enjoy the thrill of doing 
important, glamorous-seeming secret 
work for MI5 and taken into its confid¬ 
ence. 

“By far the most effective method of 
hiring an agent is to describe the propo¬ 
sition in terms of how it will help them. In 
running a check, MI5 may discover that 
he or she has committed a minor legal 
transgression, has financial problems or 
needs a job. The mention of such a factor 
subtly during conversation is often bene¬ 
ficial, though some argue it is tantamount 
to blackmail. If the pressure is on, MI5 
will also manufacture problems for the 
target. ‘Sometimes,’ a former officer told 
The Guardian , ‘the position is created for 
a man so that MI5 can come along and 
help him - a bit like breaking a man’s leg 
so that you can offer him a crutch.’ ” 

Where a person is turned as a result of 
loss of ideological faith, at least his previous 
adherence to that faith has trained him in 
what has to be said and done to convince 
people it is still alive. However, the targeted 
recruit may indeed still adhere to the faith 
but has become soured because of some 
other, perhaps personal, factor. In that case it 
is easier still for him to maintain a convin¬ 
cing facade to his colleagues in the party. He 
still believes in what the party stands for; he 
has only lost confidence in certain individ¬ 
uals. 

This latter type of recruit is of a kind to 
whom ‘controllers’ of government security 
services are well accustomed, and they know 
exactly how to deal with such a person. 

Contd. overleaf 
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MORE ON THE 
ENEMY WITHIN 

(Contd. from prev. page) 

Soviet spymasters seeking out collaborators 
among Britain’s social elite always took care 
never to present their proposition to the 
targeted individual in such a way as to seem 
as if he were being asked to betray his 
country. On the contrary, he would be 
serving his country in a ‘higher’ sense if he 
worked for the Soviet Union and World 
Socialism! That was usually the tack. Like¬ 
wise, the intelligent approach to a vulnerable 
BNP member would be to make clear that he 
is not being required to act against his party, 
or indeed his patriotic faith; he is simply 
being offered a chance to serve party and 
faith in a better way! If this offer happens to 
coincide with some arrangement that is 
beneficial to him financially, or spares him 
some grief with which he might otherwise be 
threatened (imprisonment or exposure for 
some sexual peccadillo, perhaps) it becomes 
all the more difficult to resist. Conscience 
can dovetail with personal advantage, and 
everyone is happy! 

It will thus be seen that agents and 
infiltrators can come in a variety of forms. In 
one case which I suspect, I believe that the 
person in question is very definitely an ideo¬ 
logical opponent. He is against everything 
the BNP stands for and his mission, quite 
consciously, is to damage it. He has sat in my 
home in the company of my wife and myself, 
and when engaging in nationalist talk has 
sounded like a not very good actor reciting 
lines that he has been cramming up on the 
night before. In other cases, however, it is 
possible to believe that the disrupter has 
quite genuine nationalist feelings but has 
been persuaded by subtle manipulation of his 
hang-ups, prejudices and resentments that 
someone -1, John Tyndall, for instance - is a 
barrier to the success of the cause he believes 
in, so that the result of his activity is not very 
different. 

Incitement with a bribe 

In my May 2001 article I related a case 
where many years ago I was approached by a 
stranger who spoke of people he knew who 
would put money into the organisation of 
which I was then a member if I staged a coup 
and took over the leadership. I then saw no 
reason for such a coup and declined. A year 
afterwards, for reasons in no way connected 
with any of this, I did part company with the 
organisation’s leader and found myself the 
head of a new group. Just to see if this 
stranger was genuine, I tried to contact him 
at an address he had left with me. He had 
flown, and was never seen again. I am fairly 
certain to this day he was a government or 
police agent of some kind, and that the 
tactics he used to entice me into a mutiny 
were, and still are, standard practice. 

The enemy infiltrator whose purpose it is 


to sabotage an organisation taps into the 
personal foibles of those he targets for 
manipulation — egotism and ambition, 
jealousy, a sense of inferiority, thirst for 
revenge for an imagined wrong — but always 
the overt and official excuse for conflict is a 
political one, usually a dispute over policy or 
tactics. 

Political organisations which graduate 
beyond the tiny cell level and attain some 
numerical strength must of necessity be 
‘broad churches’. They have to accommo¬ 
date people of varying opinions on some 
issues of detail while uniting them on just a 
few major essentials, such as national 
freedom and sovereignty and racial self- 
preservation. And even where these essen¬ 
tials are concerned there are bound to be 
differences of opinion on presentation, inter¬ 
pretation, tactics and imagery. Some will 
desire to see the core policies presented in 
bold, uncompromising language; others will 
prefer to have them dressed up in subtler 
shades and softer expression. 

Parties that have attained political 
maturity allow for these differences, and 
attempt to dilute arguments over them 
through reasoned discussion and consensus, 
while leaving individuals to expound the 
party line in their own ways - always within 
certain prudent limits. Often the question of 
what tactics should be employed in putting 
policies over depends on the particular envir¬ 
onment in which the exercise is performed. 
When canvassing on doorsteps at election 
time, presentation of policy must always be 
brief and language moderate. In other 
situations, policy might be explored more 
deeply and, again depending on audience, 
sometimes expressed in firmer tones. 

Internal effects 

In addition to these factors, a party must 
ever be vigilant to strike a balance between 
external and internal effects. It is a general 
mle of politics that the members of a party, 
particularly its most loyal, committed and 
active ones, represent a stronger consensus 
of opinion on the issues on which the party 
campaigns than is to be found among the 
outside public at which the party’s appeal is 
pitched. For instance, the average Labour 
Party activist is almost certainly a more 
firmly committed socialist than the average 
Labour voter, and yet still more so than the 
floating voter whom Labour seeks to court. 
The Labour Party must at all times avoid the 
danger that, in an over-zealous bid to endear 
itself to as many voters as possible, it will so 
disillusion and alienate its dedicated active 
workers that the latter will desert the party in 
droves and leave it a mere hollow shell, with 
an innocent-sounding public message but 
little in the way of an active party organis¬ 
ation to take that message to the people at 
crucial times. This is an ever-present dilemma 
that every party faces, and it can only be 
overcome by consummate political skills at 


leadership level. 

Such potential conflicts and contradic¬ 
tions in a political party provide fertile 
ground for exploitation by the agents of 
internal disruption, and it has been thus in 
the nationalist movement in Britain over the 
forty-odd years in which I have been assoc¬ 
iated with it. The dismpter neatly categorises 
the membership of a party in terms of 
‘extremists’ and ‘moderates’. He then sets 
about promoting a polarisation between 
these two camps — something which can be 
accomplished with astounding ease given the 
na'ivity of so many members, even in organ¬ 
isations in which a well above-average polit¬ 
ical awareness is to be expected. Again and 
again, this technique has been employed to 
smash up nationalist groupings over the 
years, and it is being employed right now to 
divide nationalists in Britain at a time of 
almost unparalleled public unrest and polit¬ 
ical opportunity, which cries out that they 
stay together. 

The truth about this recurring dichotomy 
between ‘extremists’ and ‘moderates’ in the 
same party is that it is seldom that either side 
is completely right or completely wrong. Of 
course, in the so-called ‘extremist’ camp 
there are always a few whose behaviour and 
utterances are so politically suicidal that they 
need to be cast out and sent on their way. 
Conversely, among the so-called ‘moderates’ 
there are some whose political convictions 
are so weak that they will eventually take 
fright and leave of their own accord 
probably after some vicious TV or news¬ 
paper report that is more than they can 
stomach. However, leaving aside these very 
marginal categories, a mature party embraces 
people of varying degrees of militancy in 
both conviction and expression, using the 
approaches of each as circumstances require. 

Those who today work to divide and 
neutralise nationalism in Britain are to be 
found constantly aggravating these differ¬ 
ences, making them appear more insoluble 
than they actually are, and working to drive 
their adherents apart to the point where the 
latter feel they cannot co-exist in the same 
party. 

The wider strategy 

What has been said in this article so far 
should not be taken to mean that enemy 
infiltration of the nationalist movement is 
confined to one particular party. My own 
opinion is that it covers a wide spectrum of 
politics broadly classified as ‘far right’, and 
does not exclude elements of the Tory Party. 

I have expressed my opinion to Steve and 
Sharron Edwards of the Freedom Party that 
certain people who played a key role in the 
setting up of their organisation, which 
emerged as a splinter from the BNP, were 
working to an agenda of ‘divide-and-con- 
quer’ most probably master-minded at the 
level of the state security services. I would 
like to affirm straightaway that I regard Steve 
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and Sharron as absolutely genuine national¬ 
ists, albeit that I have sometimes strongly 
disagreed with them. I do not believe the 
same can be said for all of their Freedom 
Party associates, however. The launching of 
the Freedom Party was a gift to those who 
seek to divide British Nationalism; it took 
away, in particular, a large portion of the 
BNP’s previously strong West Midlands 
membership, and I have never doubted that 
somewhere in the background the hand of 
the political establishment could be found 
behind this. 

Whither the Tories? 

The current appalling state of the Tory 
Party, and the danger that a substantial part 
of its right wing could decamp at some time 
in the future and seek pastures new, would 
make it certain that this group of people is 
being carefully monitored through agents 
placed in its ranks, who would doubtless use 
their influence to ensure that it remains 
politically neutered - that is to say not 
aligned with anyone who is fighting the 
battle for race and nation with any effective¬ 
ness. 

One has only to look at the chequered 
history of the Tory Monday Club to get an 
idea of the forces at work here. Every time in 
the past few decades when the Club looked 
as if it might be flirting with genuine nation¬ 
alism the long lassoo of Central Office has 
been thrown in its direction and it has been 
hauled back into line, usually through the 
activity of liberal Tories placed in it specif¬ 
ically to ensure its continued subservience to 
the party leadership. Did the Monday Club 
contain MI5 agents? Like all such matters, 
this is impossible to prove, but I would not 
have the slightest doubt of it. As a protector 


We must never lose sight 
of the name of the game, 
which is to ensure that no 
truly genuine or effective 
movement for nationalism 
is allowed to emerge in this 
country. 

of the liberal establishment, this government 
agency simply would not otherwise have 
been doing its job properly. 

More lately, the Monday Club was 
closed down - by a ruling of Iain Duncan 
Smith as one of his first moves after 
becoming leader. Ironically, this was the 
man who got his job as party boss largely 
through the support of the Tory Right, 
including no doubt many Monday Club 
members. It is difficult to feel sorry for them! 

IDS has now been ditched, and we have 
Michael Howard as the new Tory man of 
destiny. Conservatives, who seem in large 


measure to comprise people who would buy 
sand in the Sahara from the nearest glib Arab 
salesman, are hoping that Howard will take 
the party in the rightward direction that his 
predecessor feared to tread. There is not the 
slightest hope of this. I suggest that after he 
has had two years at the helm - possibly 
including another lost election - his head 
will be on the chopping block just as Duncan 
Smith’s was. It could then well be that the 
Tory Right will find this the last straw and 
break ranks, if they do not do so earlier. Then 
what will happen? 

What we can be fairly sure will happen is 
that they will not join forces with the BNP - 
unless our party has in the meantime 
deviated so far from genuine racial national- 



HOWARD 

He could be the Tories’ final throw of the 
dice. Will he last even as long as IDS? And 
if he goes, then what? 


ism as to be but a shadow of that intended by 
its founders. Much more likely is that a 
‘new’ Tory Party will be launched, possibly 
with some of the old nomenclature retained. 
And if this happens it would be equally 
likely that MI5 agents would have a crucial 
role in steering things in that direction. We 
must never lose sight of the name of the 
game, which is to ensure that no truly 
genuine or effective movement for nation¬ 
alism is allowed to emerge in this country. If 
this looks like happening, it must be out¬ 
flanked by the creation of a rival movement 
which will divert much of its support away 
and thus keep the forces of resistance to 
globalism and multi-racialism splintered. 


And the tactics employed in this diver¬ 
sionary move will be familiar. We will see 
re-enacted the old manoeuvre of setting the 
‘moderates’ and ‘extremists’ against each 
other. The same voices will be heard as those 
which now sound forth in exacerbation of 
divisions in the BNP itself, and the same 
sheep-like acquiescence will be expected. 

The lure of money 

And I would have little doubt that 
another factor would be brought into the 
equation. Money - in generous quantities - 
would be likely to be provided to oil the 
wheels. The old aphorism that ‘everyone has 
their price’ is nearly, if not quite, true of 
politics. It would be to the advantage of 
those creating diversions from the nationalist 
movement - or indeed within that movement 
- to provide the financial wherewithal to 
entice people away from their former loyal¬ 
ties by offers of employment, even if only on 
a part-time basis. I have heard it claimed that 
businessmen in abundance are ready to 
provide funding for a new ‘right-wing’ party 
if it is launched. The actual background and 
bona fides of those businessman would call 
for diligent examination. 

All this makes it interesting that a well- 
known mainstream journalist, Peter Hitchens, 
has for some time been agitating for disill¬ 
usioned right-wing Tories to jump ship and 
form a new party - a call to which I drew 
attention in these columns last month. We 
often find ourselves agreeing with Mr. 
Hitchens; but in this case, as I stated, the 
needed party already exists. Why we should 
need another perhaps Hitchens knows but 
prefers not to tell us. 

This article, necessarily long, will no 
doubt invite attacks, and the attacks are 
likely to come much more vehemently from 
people purporting to be on ‘our own side’ 
than from our known political opponents. 
The purpose of the article is to get people 
thinking seriously about some of the barely 
concealed minefields and booby traps lying 
in wait for our movement and cause. We 
should not allow knowledge of these things 
to induce despondency. History is moving in 
our direction, and the world we oppose is 
collapsing all around us. But we can hasten 
that collapse more effectively if we familiar¬ 
ise ourselves thoroughly with its defenders’ 
last-ditch strategies and wiles. 
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The Khodorkovsky affair: 
an uncensored view 


Considerable publicity in Britain greeted 
the recent decision by Russian President 
Vladimir Putin to investigate the business 
activities of Mikhail Khodorkovsky, one of 
the multi-billionaires frequently held up by 
the British media as paragons of the new 
'enterprise' culture of post-communist 
Russia. Who is Khodorkovsky and what lies 
behind Putin's move against him? The 
following is a slightly abridged version of a 
radio broadcast on the subject given on the 
programme American Dissident Voices on 
the 1st November. There have also been 
minor deletions to the text as an insurance 
against prosecution under United Kingdom 
laws which make it a criminal offence to 
speak or write disparagingly of certain 
ethnic groups. 

American Dissident Voices can be 
reached at < www.NatVan.com >. 

IN an astounding coincidence, on the very 
day last week's American Dissident Voices 
programme on the Jewish oligarchs who 
dominate Russia, 'Russia Struggles to 
Live', was released, the 25th of October 
2003, the Russian struggle for freedom 
reached a crucial moment with the arrest of 
one of those Jewish oligarchs, Mikhail 
Khodorkovsky. The Jewish oligarchs - and 
nearly all of the oligarchs are Jewish, not 
Russian - are a group of super-rich para¬ 
sites who managed to obtain most of the 
natural resource and institutional wealth of 
Russia at rock-bottom prices during rigged 
privatisation auctions during the internat¬ 
ionalist Yeltsin regime in Russia after the 
fall of the Soviet Union. 

Russian President Putin has been taking 
measures to rein in the power of the 
oligarchs, and two of the most notorious - 
Boris Berezovsky and Vladimir Gusinsky -- 
have been forced to flee the country to 
avoid prosecution. Berezovsky currently 
hides in Britain, Gusinsky in Greece. 

Khodorkovsky's private jet was 
surrounded Saturday by camouflaged 
Russian Special Forces who arrested the 
Jewish billionaire in a dramatic confront¬ 
ation at a Siberian airport. Khodorkovsky 
had failed to appear at a hearing, and his 
business associates had told the courts 
that he could not attend because he was on 
a business trip. 

A MAN OF MANY ENTERPRISES 

Khodorkovsky, the head of oil conglom¬ 
erate Yukos and many other enterprises, 
had vowed that he would not go into exile, 
as have fellow Jewish oligarchs Boris 
Berezovsky and Vladimir Gusinsky. Berez¬ 
ovsky has been granted 'political asylum' 
by Britain, and Gusinsky is hiding in Greece, 
where so far the government there has 
refused to extradite him to face charges in 
Russia. Realists point out that a billionaire 
might have a fairly easy time persuading 


low-level bureaucrats to do his bidding in 
most countries, Greece included. 

Khodorkovsky's plan was to use his 



KHODORKOVSKY 
Accused of fraud on a huge scale 

wealth and influence to fund and promote 
Russian president Vladimir Putin's political 
opponents - but it looks like that strategy 
was too little, too late, and the wealthiest 
man in Russia (his fortune reportedly tops 
eight billion dollars) will now have to face 
charges relating to his extremely question¬ 
able financial dealings. 

The prosecutor's office announced: 
"The head of Yukos is incriminated on 
committing a series of crimes, including 
theft by fraud on a large scale and the 
failure to pay taxes as an organisation and 
as an individual." He has also been charged 
with failure to abide by a court decision, 
fraud, forgery and embezzlement, accord¬ 
ing to wire service reports. 

QUESTIONABLE DEALS 

The Associated Press, with unusual 
candour for them, stated that "The 40- 
year-old Khodorkovsky, whose wealth was 
estimated by Forbes magazine (search) at 
$8 billion, is one of the most prominent of 
Russia's so-called 'oligarchs' - men who 
made huge, quick fortunes after the 
collapse of the Soviet Union by acquiring 
state property at low prices in deals whose 
ethics came under question. The oligarchs 
are greatly resented by large numbers of 
Russians who did not benefit from the 
privatisation of state property." AP just 
happened to forget to mention that practic¬ 
ally all of these oligarchs are Jews, not 
Russians. 

Khodorkovsky's ideological flip-flops 
are astounding - he once held a high 
position in the Young Communist League. 
His position there gave him entree into the 
circles needed to make some of his early 
deals for state property, which his detract¬ 
ors say he obtained for essentially nothing, 
using state money to cancel his private 
debt. His single-minded and less than 
ethical pursuit of wealth has even been 
criticised by some of his supporters. The 


of Russia’s biggest 
multi-billionaire 
on the orders of 
President PutinP 
A look behind the 
official’ news by 
KEVIN ALFRED 
STROM. 


head of 
Russia's 
Union of 
Entrepren¬ 
eurs, Arkady 
Volsky, 
recently said 
that: "Indeed, 
earning $8 
billion in just 
eight years is 
a bit over the 
top." 

After the 
arrest, the ■ 

press announced that Russia's "business 
lobby" (likely a euphemism for the repres¬ 
entatives of moneyed Jewish interests) 
wanted to meet with prosecutors and the 
Russian president to "discuss matters." 
President Vladimir Putin absolutely refused. 
BBC News reported: "Mr Putin broke his 
silence over the arrest of Mikhail Khodor¬ 
kovsky, chief executive of oil giant Yukos, 
after a lobby of the country's business 
leaders publicly called for a meeting with 
the president." 

"There will be no meetings, no horse¬ 
trading with regard to the law-enforcement 
bodies," was Mr Putin's firm remark as 
reported by Interfax. 

Just like the United States Government 
is often the only one voting with Israel in 
the United Nations, so also is the US 
Government the only one so far voicing 
condemnation of Khodorkovsky's arrest. 
The US ambassador to Russia, Alexander 
Vershbow, was quoted in the Taipei Times, 
Britain's Guardian and other papers saying 
that the arrest could "negatively affect" 
foreign investment in Russia, going on to 
claim that the laws are being "used select¬ 
ively" by Putin to harm Khodorkovsky. 

SERVANT OF JEWISH INTERESTS 

Who is Alexander Vershbow? For one 
thing, he has staunchly defended Khodor¬ 
kovsky's Yukos oil firm before, during the 
preliminary stages of the investigation, 
when he couldn't possibly have known 
enough to determine guilt or innocence. 
And, although I have been unable to verify 
Vershbow's ethnic background, his written 
record indicates that one of his main 
interests as ambassador is ensuring that 
Jewish interests come first in Russia and in 
promoting the Jewish version of 'racial 
diversity' in that land. 

Vershbow has received the 'Anatoly 
Sharansky Freedom Award' from the Union 
of Councils of Soviet Jews for his efforts. 
That's the sort of man put in the ambass¬ 
ador's position by the neo-con Jews who 
currently rule Washington through Bush 
and Co. 

Just three days after Putin's move 
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against Khodorkovksy, the Jewish-owned 
establishment paper the Washington Post 
weighed in with what might be fairly said 
to be the system's take on the Khodorkov¬ 
sky affair. And it's more extreme and 
vicious than even I imagined it would be - 
it constitutes a virtual re-establishment of 
the Cold War against Russia and the total 
condemnation of the Putin administration. 

It attempts to get conservatives and liber¬ 
als alike to join in hating Putin and the new 
Russia: brain-dead conservatives because 
Putin formerly worked for the KGB, and 
because the current police agencies are its 
successors, and such imagery is almost as 
good as the fake atrocity stories published 
to get right-wing Americans to hate Iraqis; 
sentimental liberals because Putin is seen 
as reasserting Russian nationhood, and 
such a thing is almost as bad as the ultimate 
sin, racism, and is a threat to pluralism, 
diversity, and all the rest of the non-existent 
mental constructs that liberals worship. 

The Post's article is by neo-con hack 
and former Lockheed Martin lobbyist and 
vice president Bruce Pitcairn Jackson, who 
serves the Jews through his board seat on 
the Project for the New American Century, 
a pro-war Zionist front group which 
planned the conquest of Iraq years before 
9/11, and who also served on the Comm¬ 
ittee for the Liberation of Iraq set up by the 
same neo-con crowd, who ten years earlier 
created its prototype, the Committee for 
Peace and Security in the Gulf, on which 
Jackson also served. Jackson doesn't 
appear to be of Jewish ancestry, but he's 
obviously totally committed to the Zionist 
agenda and is a significant Gentile force 
pushing for Jewish interests in Washing¬ 
ton's circles of power. 

DECLARATION OF WAR 

Jackson's Post article is even titled in a 
way that conveys the establishment's new 
declaration of war on Putin now that he has 
dared to show his hand against the Jews - 
Jackson calls his piece 'The Failure of 
Putin's Russia'. Let me read you a few 
telling passages:- 

"... The 'crimes' of Khodorkovsky are 
considerable in the eyes of the special 
prosecutor and the new regime of 
former KGB officers who now surround 
President Vladimir Putin. This has been 
a year in which independent media and 
major independent business owners in 
Russia have been put out of business 
by the strong-arm tactics of the special 
prosecutor and the newly vigilant 
Federal Security Service (FSB), the 
agency that succeeded the KGB. In a 
climate that progressive Russian 
business executives compare to the 
fearful period of the 1950s, Khodor¬ 
kovsky made the fatal mistake of 
expressing political opinions and 
having the temerity to provide financial 
support to opposition parties. For 
those who have not kept up their 
Russian, 'oligarch' is a term of art for 
'rich Jews' who made their money in 
the massive privatisation of Soviet 
assets in the early 1 990s. It is still not 
a good thing to be a successful Jew in 
historically anti-Semitic Russia. Since 
Putin was elected president in 2000, 


RUSSIA’S SEVEN RICHEST MEN 

MIKHAIL KHODORKOVSKY (Jewish), 40: worth £4.72 billion and Russia’s richest 
man. Head of Yukos and a critic of Vladimir Putin. Arrested on October 25th, charged 
with fraud and tax evasion and faces up to 10 years if convicted. 

ROMAN ABRAMOVICH (Jewish), 37: worth £3.3 billion. Governor of Chukotka, in the 
Far East. Recently merged his Sibneft oil company with Yukos and is cashing in his assets. 
Came to British attention buying Chelsea FC this summer. 

MIKHAIL FRIDMAN (Jewish), 39: worth £2.54 billion. Co-founder of Alpha Group 
banking and owns part of TNK, the oil giant that recently began a joint venture with BP 
— the largest single British investment in Russia. 

BORIS BEREZOVSKY (Jewish), 57: worth £1.77 billion. Once the most powerful 
oligarch, fled Russia nearly three years ago after falling out with Putin. Soviet-era math¬ 
ematician who has owned a car dealership, a media empire, Aeroflot and vast oil and 
aluminium holdings. Granted asylum in Britain in September and now deals in London 
property. 

VLADIMIR POTANIN (Russian), 42: worth £944m. Head of Interros Group, a media, 
banking and heavy metals empire. Its Norilsk Nickel subsidiary controls the world’s 
largest nickel and palladium deposits. Former deputy prime minister. 

OLEG DERIPASKA (Jewish), 35: worth £885m. Aluminum tycoon. Controls Gaz, 
Russia’s second biggest car maker, several bus plants and a quarter of Aeroflot. Close to 
the family of Boris Yeltsin. 

VLADIMIR GUZINSKY (Jewish), 53: once worth more than £250m. Former theatre 
director who became rich redeveloping buildings in Moscow. Later built up Media Most, 
a media and banking empire. Arrested and stripped of his assets after falling out with 
Putin. Now lives in exile between America and Israel. 


The facts given here are taken from a report in the Sunday Times of November 2nd . The one 
thing missing in the ST report is the race of the tycoons in question , which has been added in 
this version . 



ary preoccupations with the war on 
terrorism and the liberation of Iraq. 

"Now Moscow and the capitals of 
Eastern Europe are watching carefully 
to see how Washington responds to 
this latest crackdown. If the United 
States fails to take a hard line in 
response to such a high-visibility 
arrest, chauvinists in the Russian 
Ministry of Defence and the FSB will 
correctly conclude that there will be no 
meaningful response to the reestab¬ 
lishment of a neo-imperial sphere of 
influence in the new democracies to 
Russia's south and west. 

"In addition to the expected Cold War 
thuggery and opportunistic financial 
seizures, we should expect that the 
new powers in Russia will rig the 
crucial elections in Ukraine and 
Georgia next year and continue to prop 
up the brutal dictatorship of Alexander 
Lukashenko in Belarus... If anyone 
should pay a price for the pursuit of 
thuggish policies, it is Putin. It's diffi¬ 
cult to see why the US Senate would 
even consider repealing the Jackson- 
Vanik Amendment, the 1974 legis¬ 
lation under which Russia still must 
receive an annual waiver from the 
United States to maintain normal trade 
relations. On the contrary, Congress 
should probably consider additional 
sanctions. The FSB-led attack on 
Russian business has already cost 
American shareholders multiple billions 
in their savings. 

"These losses will undoubtedly con¬ 
tinue until some element of the rule of 
law returns to Moscow. The arrest of 
one man has sent us a signal that our 
well-intentioned Russian policy has 
failed. We must now recognise that 

Contd. overleaf 


every major figure exiled or arrested 
for financial crimes has been Jewish. 

In dollar terms, we are witnessing the 
largest illegal expropriation of Jewish 
property in Europe since the Nazi 
seizures during the 1 930s. 
"Unfortunately, the implications of 
Khodorkovsky's arrest go beyond the 
suppression of democratic voices and 
the return of official anti-Semitism. 
This arrest must be seen in the context 
of increasingly aggressive, military and 
extra-judicial actions in Ukraine, 
Moldova, the South Caucasus and 
Chechnya. In the past month, Putin 
has demanded that Ukraine sign a 
concessionary economic treaty; 
Russian intelligence services have 
been detected behind election irregu¬ 
larities in Azerbaijan and Georgia and 
in influence-peddling in Moldova and 
Abkhazia; and Russian gunboats have 
confronted the Ukrainian Coast Guard 
in an illegal attempt to seize a valuable 
commercial waterway. For the balance 
of his first term Putin has skilfully 
taken advantage of America's necess¬ 


GUSINSKY 
Fled Russia 
to escape 
fraud 
charges 
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THE KHODORKOVSKY AFFAIR: 
AN UNCENSORED VIEW 

(Contd. from prev. page) 

there has been a massive suppression 
of human rights and the imposition of a 
de facto Cold War-type administration 
in Moscow... Obviously, there will be 
some in Washington who will argue 
that all the oligarchs are probably guilty 
of some unspecified crime or another, 
and that we would be wise not to 
jeopardise our relationship with Putin 
for the sake of one man or one 
company. But there are some who are 
probably still waiting for the facts of 
the Dreyfus case before jumping to 
conclusions. The rest of us already 
know that we have been played for 
fools." 

That's pretty strong stuff from neo-con 
stuffed shirt Bruce P. Jackson. Jackson is 
using the Post to signal our politicians that 
the Jews want all-out war on Putin now. 
And it is likely that our politicians will 
respond to the Post and to Wolfowitz and 
Perle's Project for the New American 


SIR: With reference to your November issue 
comment on my recent article on the BNP that 
was published in Right Now! magazine, I will 
stand corrected on some of the dates related to 
the history of the National Front and the earlier 
days of the BNP. As you point out, you were far 
more heavily engaged than I was for most of the 
period covered. The dates I gave were repeated 
from my memoirs, Many Shades of Black, and as 
I sent you a copy of the page proofs in 1999 
before publishing you had the opportunity to put 
me right on these various dates. The fact that 
you did not do so was probably because you 
were more concerned that I should take out the 
name of Nick Griffin as one of the younger 
people whom I thought could help the growth of 
the BNP. This I did, bowing to your experience. 

To imply that I knew nothing of what was 
going on during the 70s and 80s is wrong. Until 
1975, I still addressed several London branch 
meetings of the NF and remained a member 
until 1977, having been one of the three people 
instrumental in its foundation and with A.K. 
Chesterton your principal supporter for subse¬ 
quent membership. Also, except for a 10-year 
period around 1979-89, I have always sub¬ 
scribed to Spearhead (and several minor radical 
right publications) to keep informed, and over 
the years I am sure you will recall that I have 
written a dozen or more articles for your journal! 

My brief from the editor of Right Now! was 
to give a ‘warts-and-all’ picture of the BNP with 
comment on the differences in tactics and 
strategy pursued by our party during your 
Chairmanship and that of Nick Griffin. You are 
entitled to disagree with my conclusions, which 
are basically the same as expressed in my book, 
but you should not read into them things which I 
did not say, otherwise it will only confirm the 
views of those who suggest you are becoming 
somewhat paranoid. For example, where I 
wrote that the RWB Festival was more like a 
modem holiday camp than a Nuremberg rally it 
was to counter the Searchlight- inspired propa¬ 
ganda that it was. Nowhere did I suggest, nor 
imply, that BNP meetings during your Chair¬ 
manship were of the latter variety. As for the 


Century like Fido responds to doggie bites. 

If you read the piece. I'm sure you noticed 
that Jackson put the word 'crimes' in scare 
quotes when referring to the charges 
against Khodorkovsky, and saw that in Mr. 
Jackson's newspeak, the word 'Jewish' 
can also be pronounced 'progressive' or 
'independent'. And he doesn't even hide 
the fact that he's plumping for the interests 
of billionaire Jews - that's right out in the 
open, though he couches it in terms of the 
largely-exaggerated sufferings of Jews 
during World War II and the 1 9th century 
Dreyfus case in France, mythic images to 
Jews and Christian Zionists, and a sure 
signal that the Jewish establishment is 
now pulling out all the stops against Putin. 

INDEPENDENT FORCE 

To me, that strengthens my impression 
that Putin, whatever his personal ambitions, 
is a real independent force and now stands 
for Russian national liberation from the 
Jews. Whatever Jewish connections he 
may have had in the past are obviously 
doing him little or no good now, and may 

Right Now! article: 
John Bean replies 
to our Editor 

BNP not having a ‘leader’, but a “democrat¬ 
ically elected chairman” (and you were the 
latter), my concept of ‘leader’ here was in the 
Mosley sense. I should have made this clearer. 

You seem to imply that there is something 
significant in the fact “that since 1962, when¬ 
ever the internal barricades have been up, you 
have been on the opposite side to me.” This has 
happened because you and I usually disagree on 
tactics and strategy, but certainly not in our 
fundamental beliefs, and because I will argue 
my point with you. For goodness sake, John, we 
are supposed to be on the same side! What an 
example to the majority of the BNP member¬ 
ship, who were not bom in 1962, or 1956, we 
old men are giving in arguing about our past 
disagreements. 

I read your excellent demolition of the Tory 
Party in your November issue and thought what 
a waste that we are not all pulling together. 
Then, apart from your criticism of me - most of 
which can be justified from your point of view - 
I find that every one of the activities reports in 
the back pages is again doing nothing but harm 
for the unity of the party. I spoke against your 
expulsion from the BNP, not least because you 
were its founder and kept the flame burning for 
so many years when I was non- active trying to 
solve personal issues, but I can see why you 
were expelled. 

Searchlight et al must be laughing their 
heads off. 

John Bean 
Newmarket, Suffolk 

EDITOR’S REPLY: A great deal could he said 
to refute the points made by John Bean in the 
above letter, but I see little purpose in opening 
up a prolonged argument which would lead 
nowhere. Perhaps the main thing that comes out 


have been merely stepping stones, political 
attachments of a purely temporary nature, 
used specifically and only to get himself 
into a position where he could shed them 
and work independently. 

Americans may soon have to forget all 
about Saddam Hussein as the 'new Hitler', 
just as they quickly forgot about Osama 
and Milosevic and Gaddafi and Khomeini 
and all the rest of the erstwhile opponents 
of Jewish international conquest - because 
a new man has appeared on the scene to 
fill that role, a man of enormous popularity 
among his own people, leader of a huge 
country with almost limitless resources, a 
nation which is a nuclear power in its own 
unquestioned right, and a country which, 
like the United States, has veto power at 
the United Nations. 

Will the American people, already 
weakened and disheartened by the unend¬ 
ing Zionist debacle of death in Iraq, fall for 
a new Jewish crusade - this time against 
Russia? I can tell you this: The National 
Alliance will be speaking out - every day 
and everywhere - to make sure we do not. 

of the letter is that it neatly skates over some of 
the most important matters I raised in my 
critique of his Right Now! article. 

The incorrect chronology in the draft of his 
book is something that I cannot recall, but then 
it was not that important. In the context of the 
Right Now! article it most certainly is. He 
seems to be using the dates to suggest that the 
decline of the National Front was connected 
with the publicity derived from that party’s 
marches and the confrontations with opponents 
which in some cases resulted, whereas there 
was no connection whatever, as the former 
occurred a long time after the latter. 

Mr. Bean speaks of the differences in tactics 
and strategy being pursued by the BNP pre- 
1999 and post-1999. Again, there were no 
substantial differences, only ones of small 
detail. Since he only came into the party after 
the Griffin takeover, he would know little about 
this subject except what he had been told by Mr. 
Griffin and/or his supporters. The general 
thrust of my critique - although not said in 
these precise terms — was that Mr. Bean was the 
very last person qualified to write an article on 
these matters in view of his absence from the 
BNP during its first 1W 2 years, and with this in 
mind I find it rather surprising that he was 
asked by Right Now! to contribute the article 
and equally surprising that he accepted. 

He says nothing about his considerable 
mistake in asserting that Nick Griffin joined the 
BNP before the Millwall victory - another case 
of an error guaranteed, if not intended, to 
mislead. Nor does he express any regret for his 
error in the matter of disciplinary action taken 
against people for bad behaviour. All this is just 
swept under the carpet. 

It certainly is regrettable that older cam¬ 
paigners are arguing about matters long past, 
but this is inevitable when one of them drags up 
those long-past matters in order to score points 
relevant to the present. If John Bean does not 
like this, he shouldn 7 have done it. 

As for Mr. Bean ’s comment that he can see 
why I was expelled, I think that says it all. 

JOHN TYNDALL 
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EXPOSING 1HE 

REAL RACISTS 


Jewish Supremacism (by David Duke). 
Free Speech Press. Available from Spear¬ 
head Books at £16.50. 

IN 1905, a new book was catalogued in the 
British Library. Its title was The Protocols of 
the Learned Elders of Zion , and it claimed to 
be the secret minutes of Jewish elitists who 
planned to dominate the world. Most author¬ 
ities now view The Protocols of Zion as an 
elaborate forgery concocted by agents of the 
Russian Czar. 

Over the last century since the book’s 
release, thousands of other books have been 
written on what is called the ‘Jewish Ques¬ 
tion’. The vast majority of them defend the 
Jewish people from the forces of ‘Anti-Semit¬ 
ism’, yet still the best selling book on the Jews 
since 1905 has been The Protocols, which has 
been published in most of the world’s 
languages. According to prominent Jewish 
leaders in Russia, the popularity of The Proto¬ 
cols has now been eclipsed by a new book 
titled Jewish Supremacism. Unlike The Proto¬ 
cols, this book is no forgery, for its author is 
proud of his work. He is the controversial 
American politician David Duke, a former 
member of the Louisiana House of Represent¬ 
atives. 

Jewish leaders are extremely fearful of this 
book. I can illustrate the cause of their concern 
by giving an example of David Duke’s tech¬ 
nique in exposing what he calls Jewish 
supremacism. 

If any prominent political person in the 
Western World publicly announced that Jews 
are frequently disloyal to nations where they 
live and that they view Gentiles as racially 
inferior, he would face excoriation as an 
‘anti-Semite’. Probably, he would be driven 
from office. Duke has no need to make such 
claims, for he simply quotes very prominent 
and powerful Jews who make his point for 
him. 

FROM THE HORSE’S MOUTH 

In the first few pages of Jewish Suprema¬ 
cism, Duke quotes Dr. Richard Steinlight, a 
former head of National Affairs for the largest 
Jewish organisation in the United States. Here 
is the quotation taken from a 2001 magazine 
article written by Dr. Steinlight:- 

“I’ll confess it at least, like thousands of 
other typical kids of my generation I was 
reared as a Jewish nationalist, even a 
quasi-separatist. Every summer for two 
months of ten formative years... I attended 
Jewish summer camp. There, each 
morning, I saluted a foreign flag, dressed 
in a uniform reflecting its colours, sang a 
foreign national anthem, learned a foreign 
language... and was taught the superiority 
of my people to the ‘Gentiles’ who opp¬ 
ressed us. 

“We were taught to view non-Jews as... 
people less sensitive, intelligent and moral 
than ourselves.” 

This method of quoting major Jewish 
figures and sources is used hundreds of times 
in Duke’s book to advance his thesis that there 


is a powerful Jewish supremacist element in 
Judaism and Zionism that threatens not only 
the freedom of the Palestinian people but all 
nations, including the United States. 

Duke also uses direct quotes from the 
Talmud and other major Jewish sources, such 
as the Jewish Encyclopedia to expose a 
long-standing cadre of hateful, anti-Gentile 
Jewish supremacists. Shocking quotes are 
displayed from major Jewish magazines that 
boast of a Jewish supremacy over the media 
and politics of the United States. He finds 
disturbing and hateful words from Jewish 
leaders, such as Ariel Sharon, which openly 
support genocide, and he reveals quotations 
from Israeli leaders who equate Zionism and 
Nazism. Of course, he also cites many 
prominent Gentiles of historical and contem- 



Not an anti-Semitic book, says the reviewer. 
This has not saved it from being put on the 
Zionists’ hit list! 


porary times, but the Jewish quotations and 
sources have the greatest power. Frankly, they 
are so convincing that Jewish leaders have 
sought to get the book banned in many 
nations. 

Interestingly, Jewish Supremacism was 
published first in Russia, the same nation that 
gave birth to The Protocols of Zion. In 2000 it 
quickly became a best seller throughout the 
entirety of the former Eastern bloc. It even 
sells briskly in the corridors of the Russian 


Duma (Parliament) and has prompted Levin- 
sky, Goldman and other leading Jews to seek 
its ban under old Soviet laws forbidding ‘anti- 
Semitism’. 

In the Autumn of 2000, Levinsky and 

EDGAR JOHNSTON, PhD. 
reviews one of the most 
important books to 
appear for years 

others filed a formal complaint to the Russian 
Prosecutor General and asked for the book to 
be classified as anti-Semitic and thus illegal. 
After a year of close examination (they pains¬ 
takingly verified all 669 of the document¬ 
ations), the Russian Government shocked the 
Jewish community by officially declaring that 
the book is not anti-Semitic. Jewish members 
of the Duma then introduced new legislation 
aimed at outlawing Jewish Supremacism, but 
it failed by a few votes. 

Since then, the book has been sold on 
thousands of street comers across the breadth 
of the Russian Federation and has now topped 
an incredible 500,000 in print. 

Translated into most of the Eastern Euro¬ 
pean languages, the book has won Duke many 
academic awards for its scholarship, including 
an honorary Doctorate awarded by President’s 
University, the second largest university in the 
nation of Ukraine. 

Subsequently the university itself published 
a best-selling Ukrainian edition. In May of 
2003, Free Speech Press published the English 
version of Jewish Supremacism, accompanied 
by a storm of interest and controversy. Jewish 
leaders are horrified that it is well on its way 
to becoming the best-read book in the world 
on Zionism. 

SMEARS BACKFIRED 

Although Zionist organisations have tried 
to use Duke’s media characterisation as a 
‘white supremacist’ to discredit his book, so 
far their exploitation of his early-life involve¬ 
ment in a KKK group has only backfired by 
making the book and its author more news¬ 
worthy. Attacks by the ADL and other pro- 
Zionist groups have led to sensationalist news 
coverage, causing even greater interest and 
confounding those who desperately wanted 
Duke’s book to die a quiet death. 

Contd. overleaf 
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EXPOSING THE 
REAL RACISTS 

(Contd. from prev. page) 

David Duke decries the label of white 
supremacist and says that while he certainly 
desires the preservation of his own heritage he 
seeks no supremacy over others. He maintains 
that those who scream most hatefully against 
him are themselves guilty of the most extreme 
and powerful supremacism on earth: Jewish 
supremacism. 

When Duke lectured in some Persian Gulf 
nations last year, Zionist leaders attempted to 
undercut his support by allegations of 
‘racism’. Those organised efforts had little 
affect on the overflow, mixed-race audiences 
that cheered almost his every word. As a 
former university professor and a writer who 
has lectured occasionally on behalf of the 
people of Palestine, I approached David 
Duke’s book out of a curiosity elicited by the 
intense Zionist efforts to suppress it. Actually, 

1 had readily accepted the negative portrayals 
of him I had read in the Jewish press, but I 
wanted to see what all the commotion was 
about. Why were they so anxious to ban this 
book and slander its author? To my great 
surprise I discovered a most amazing book! 

David Duke stated that he had set out with 
the ambitious goal of writing the most power¬ 
ful expose of Zionism ever put into print. 

With extreme scepticism of his ability to 
accomplish such a lofty goal, I began to read. 
Three days later, as I turned the last page, I 
knew that he had accomplished more than he 
dreamed. Rather than just assembling his facts 
in a dry textbook fashion, David Duke 
presents his thesis in the first person. It is the 
personal narrative of a thoughtful and 
enlightened young man who is sympathetic to 
Zionism, but is awakened to its supremacist 
core that not only threatens the Palestinians 
but his own beloved European-Americans as 
well. I could not find even a trace of hatred, 
intemperance or true anti-Semitism in this 
book. However, by extensive quoting of 
important Jewish leaders and Zionist source 
materials, Duke exposes a deep well of Jewish 
supremacist hatred against gentiles. He points 
out that one is unfairly labelled an ‘anti- 
Semite’ simply for exposing the hateful 
pronouncements of Jewish supremacists. 

ABSOLVES SOME JEWS 

The book is clearly not anti-Semitic. Duke 
goes at length to point out that not all Jews are 
supremacists, and that the supremacists not 
only endanger the Gentile world but threaten 
innocent Jews by exposing them to an inevit¬ 
ably hostile Gentile reaction. The book is in 
fact dedicated to the late Dr. Israel Shahak, a 
Holocaust survivor and Israeli peace activist 
whose life was dedicated to saving both Jews 
and Gentiles from the dangers of Jewish 
supremacism. David Duke cleverly turns the 
term ‘anti-Semitic’ on its head by quoting 
columnist Joseph Sobran’s remark that the 
‘anti-Semite’ is no longer someone who 


dislikes Jews; he is now simply a person 
whom the Jews don’t like. 

Jewish Supremacism begin with David 
Duke’s first great epiphany on the Jewish 
question: his learning that the Russian 
Revolution wasn’t Russian but overwhelm¬ 
ingly Jewish. Using powerful documentary 
evidence, he shows that the Bolshevik Revol¬ 
ution was actually financed and led by Jews 
who had their own agenda against the Czar. 
He quotes from familiar and impeccable 



THE AUTHOR 

Uses Jewish spokesmen as sources of infor¬ 
mation on their own practices 


sources such as Winston Churchill, the dis¬ 
patches of the American ambassador to 
Russia, the chief of British Intelligence and 
copious Jewish sources. For instance, he 
quotes a report from the National Archives of 
the United States showing that of the 384 
members of the first Bolshevik government, 
there were more than 300 Jews and only 13 
ethnic Russians. 

How could such an enormous fact of 
history be hidden? Duke asks. His rhetorical 
question is answered throughout the rest of 
this book by giving the clear evidence of the 
tremendous power exercised by Jewish 
supremacists in government, media and the 
academic establishment. Not only has the 
pre-eminent Jewish role in the Bolshevik 
Revolution and its Gulags been quietly supp¬ 
ressed, but also even the very existence of 
Jewish supremacism has been kept from 
public awareness. One can freely discuss the 
evils of white supremacism, but if one dares to 
expose Jewish supremacism, one will assur¬ 
edly be labelled an ‘anti-Semite’, the ultimate 
term of opprobrium in modem society. In very 
effective arguments, Duke points out that one 
is not called ‘anti-Christian’ for exposing the 
excesses of the Inquisition or ‘anti-Muslim’ 
for opposing the intolerance of some extremist 
Moslem sects. But dare simply to quote the 
hateful statements of important leaders of 
Judaism and Zionism, and in many countries 
one could well wind up in prison for ‘hate 
speech’. 

One of the fascinating themes to which 
David Duke repeatedly turns is the easily 


documented Jewish supremacist strategy of 
fostering extreme chauvinism among their 
own people while at the same time working to 
break down the group loyalty of the Gentiles 
among whom they live. Jewish leaders have 
long made clear that Jewish communities 
often have agendas that conflict with their 
Gentile hosts. Duke describes the struggle 
over those agendas as similar to the contest of 
two football teams. One team cultivates an 
extreme group loyalty through a chronic 
recital of Gentile persecution and an accom¬ 
panying ‘chosen-people’ supremacist vision. 
The other is instilled with guilt and the idea 
that teamwork is immoral. The main Jewish 
holidays are dominated by the recounting of 
Gentile persecutions, and the Holocaust has 
now achieved almost a religious significance 
in Jewish life. Duke quotes many Jewish 
leaders proclaiming Jewish superiority and the 
need for their race to preserve its racial geno¬ 
type. Even today, Israel will grant instant 
citizenship to an atheist Jew from New York, 
but forbids Palestinians who were bom in 
Israel to return. Israel also forbids marriages 
between Jews and Gentiles. 

While Jewish supremacists have these 
supremacist policies for their own people, they 
relentlessly work to break down the immig¬ 
ration laws of other nations. While they preach 
multi-culturalism and diversity for almost 
every other country in which they dwell, they 
themselves support and expect Americans to 
support a Zionist State, dedicated exclusively 
to the Jewish people, religion and culture. 

INFLUENCE ON MEDIA 
AND GOVERNMENT 

In chapters on Jewish influence over the 
American mass media and government, Duke 
offers extensive documentation that exceeds 
almost anyone’s suspicions. Major Jewish 
sources are quoted which boast of their take¬ 
over and control of Hollywood, the news 
media and the most sensitive part of the 
Government of the United States. For 
instance, Duke quotes a major Israeli news¬ 
paper bragging about the fact that Jews loyal 
to Israel make up seven out of the eleven 
members of the secretive and sensitive 
National Security Council (NSC). The article 
goes on to assert that “America no longer has 
a government of Goyim” (Gentiles). Duke 
also quotes many US presidents and high 
government officials who have dared to speak 
out about the Jewish supremacy over the 
establishment. After thoroughly documenting 
Jewish supremacy in government and media, 
he shows how their media power is used to 
stifle public knowledge and understanding of 
this critical issue. Any legitimate criticism of 
Jewish Supremacism is labelled ‘anti-Semit¬ 
ism’, and the Jewish supremacists almost 
exclusively define that term. 

In particularly interesting passages, Duke 
recounts how that when he looked up the term 
‘anti-Semitism’ in some popular encyclo¬ 
paedias, he found that the articles and 
recommended reading lists were authored 
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entirely by Jewish zealots! In every conflict 
with Gentiles, Jews are always portrayed as 
completely innocent while Gentiles are 
portrayed as totally evil. Duke suggests that 
the chronic portrayal of Gentiles as inherently 
evil toward Jews is for Gentiles the equivalent 
of ‘blood libel’ for Jews. 

Duke makes a compelling case that the 
nation of Israel is the doctrine of Jewish sup- 
remacism put into action. In startling docu¬ 
mentary evidence from Israel, he shows that 
some of the early Zionist founders of the 
country readily co-operated with Nazi Ger¬ 
many, praised Nazi policies and claimed that 
their own ideology was similar. He also quotes 
major Jewish figures in Israel who have had 
the courage to condemn Israel’s Nuremberg- 
style racial laws, such as former Israeli 
Supreme Court member Haim Cohen, thus:- 

“The bitter irony of fate, which has led 
the same biological and racist laws prop¬ 
agated by the Nazis and which inspired 
the infamous Nuremberg laws to serve as 
a basis of Judaism within the state of 
Israel.” 

With these kinds of powerful quotes, it is 
no wonder that Zionists around the world are 
extremely fearful of this book. 

ON ISRAEL TERROR 

Americans will find the last chapter on 
Israel of particular interest. Duke unveils the 
long Israeli record of terrorism. He documents 
the horrendous terror waged against the Pales¬ 
tinians; he also exposes Israel’s long record of 
terrorism and treachery against its greatest 
benefactor, the United States! From major 
Jewish sources, he recounts the Israeli terrorist 
attacks against America in the Lavon Affair, 
in which Israeli agents set off bombs in 
American installations in Egypt in a treacher¬ 
ous attempt to provoke America into war 
against that nation. Duke presents copious 
evidence exposing the deliberate, murderous 
Israeli attack on the USS Liberty in which 34 
Americans were killed and 172 grievously 
wounded. The terrible damage inflicted on the 
United States by Israeli spy Jonathan Pollard 
is also recounted. 

Jewish supremacy in the American media 
and government has suppressed any outcry 
against Israel’s treachery. The Jewish suprem¬ 
acists have even been able to prevent a formal 
Congressional investigation into the attack on 
the USS Liberty. Duke makes the powerful 
point that millions of dollars of American aid 
continue to flow to Israel even after its treach¬ 
erous attacks. He writes that supplying this aid 
is the moral equivalent of sending military aid 
to Japan after the attack on Pearl Harbor. 

Duke also shows how the Zionist domination 
of American foreign policy led directly to 
America’s 9/11 catastrophe and a whole new 
series of foreign policy moves that are leading 
to disaster. This timely book shows the Jewish 
supremacist power behind the Iraq War, the 
manipulation of the President and the 
American people with false information, and 
the horrendous damage the war has done to 


our economy and even our security. Duke 
shows how the war is costing us hundreds of 
billions of dollars, continues to spill the blood 
of our military men and certainly increases 
world hatred and terrorism against America. 

In one of the most shocking chapters of his 
work, Duke reveals the damning evidence of 
Israeli treachery in the 9/11 attacks. He shows 
that a massive Israeli spy ring was uncovered 
and apprehended in the months before and 
after the attacks, and that some of the Mossad 
agents had actually monitored the hijackers, 
including the leader Mohammed Atta (five 
Israeli agents lived on his street). Warning 
messages of the impending attacks were sent 
to Israeli firms with offices both in Israel and 
the World Trade Centre. A group of Mossad 
agents was arrested on 9/11 after they were 
found to have been filming and cheering the 
attacks while they occurred. After they had 
been held for a few months, Zionist Michael 
Chertoff of the US Department of Justice 
released all the members of the Israeli spy ring 
and allowed them to return to Israel - out of 
the reach of Congressional 9/11 investigators. 

It is impossible to give the reader more 
than a glance into the depth and power of this 
incredible book. Practically every paragraph is 
a revelation. There is so much more that I 
could write about: detailing how the Holo¬ 
caust has cynically been used as a Zionist tool 
in heightening Jewish solidarity and deflating 
criticism of Zionism and Israel; how Jewish 
supremacists have used immigration as a 
weapon of conquest, not only in Palestine but 
in the Western World as well. I was fascinated 
by Duke’s expose of Sigmund Freud as a 
secret Jewish supremacist who thought of 
himself as a Hannibal destroying the foundat¬ 
ions of the Christian church and the European 
family as Hannibal had sacked Rome. I could 
go on and on, but I will leave these discoveries 
to you when you read this amazing book. 

After I completed the book, I wanted to 
find out if it had the same affect on others as it 
had on me. I gave it to two long-time friends 
at the university where I taught for 11 years. 
One has conservative leanings; the other is 
decidedly liberal; and I would describe both of 
them as sympathetic to Israel. Both were so 
fascinated that they could hardy put the book 
down, and one became so engrossed that he 
missed his regular two o’clock class. They 
both agreed that Duke’s book is one of the 
best-argued that they have ever read, and used 
the identical term of ‘amazing’ to describe it. 
My conservative friend commented that many 
quotations were so shocking that he began to 
check out the references and found them all to 
be accurate. “Hell!” he said, “If only half the 
documents Duke cites are authentic, there is 
enough evidence here to start a revolution.” 

PERSECUTION OF AUTHOR 

Throughout history, books that have 
challenged the power structure or the prevail¬ 
ing world-view have frequently led to the 
persecution of their authors. That is true of 
Duke as well. In the past two years since the 


Russian release of his book, he has been the 
target of intense government investigation and 
scrutiny. As he was finishing his English 
edition, he toured the Middle East and app¬ 
eared on the Al-Jazeera satellite network. 
Newsweek magazine in November of 2002 
revealed that the US State Department tried to 
prevent his appearance. Within 30 days of the 
Government’s illegal attempt to violate this 
US citizen’s free speech rights, the US Depart¬ 
ment of Justice decided to prosecute Duke on 
tax and financial matters. 



THE LIBERTY 
Hole caused by Israeli torpedo 


The official who authorised the prosecu¬ 
tion was none other than Michael Chertoff, the 
same Zionist who had earlier set free the Israeli 
spy ring which cheered the 9/11 attacks. These 
Mossad agents were allowed to return to Israel, 
outside the reach of congressional 9/11 invest¬ 
igators. After reading his book, you will 
certainly understand why Duke has been 
persecuted by the Zionists in the US Govern¬ 
ment and why they seek to ban this book. His 
imprisonment is testimony to the power of the 
book! 

Perhaps the best way I can describe the 
reaction to David Duke’s book is to use George 
Bush’s infamous Iraq War terminology, “shock 
and awe.” No reader of Jewish Supremacism 
can digest this book without being shocked by 
the powerful and convincing quotations and 
documents he assembles, and awed by his 
masterful writing skills in putting it all together 
in a fascinating, logical and well-organised 
literary masterpiece that will forever change 
your view of the world. David Duke achieved 
his goal of writing the most powerful expose 
of Zionism ever written. But I think he has 
done far more than that; I think he has created 
the very instrument that will topple Jewish 
supremacism. This is more than a book; it is a 
path to liberation! 

The more rapidly this book is spread 
around the world, the faster that the Palestin¬ 
ians, and all the rest of us, will be set free! 
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THESE DAYS, examples of stupidity are pretty thick on the 
ground. The saga of the ‘racist’ police trainees featured in 
last month’s ‘What We Think’ column was a classic example, 
more in the governmental and media reaction than in the 
story itself. 

Not being a complete idiot like Mr. Blair, I was unsurprised 
to discover that police cadets are not lentil-eating, Hampstead- 
dwelling Guardian readers. Rather than being viewed as ‘racism’ 
though, such outbursts should be treated as manifestations of 
the yobbeiy which is part and parcel of the general coarsening 
of society over the past twenty years. 

It says something for the noxious priorities of the BBC that 
a ‘How Awful We All Are’ expose gets the publicity that is always 
denied to poor pensioners, thousands of whom will die need¬ 
lessly due to fuel shortage this winter. Likewise, the British 
people must be largely asinine to permit recent incomers from 
across the globe to receive benefits and advantages that are 
largely denied to their own sons and daughters. But most, after 
a few grumbles, settle down in their seats to watch Coronation 
Street or some other meretricious soap opera again. 

As opposed to this farcical non-story, anyone who wants to 
understand what racial hatred and ethnic cleansing really 
mean would do well to study the latest news from Gaza and the 
West Bank, where robot bulldozers will soon be going into 
action. Essentially, Israel will be deploying creations only before 
seen in Hollywood science fiction epics such as Terminator and 
Star Wars, to demolish Palestinian homes and ancient olive or 
orange groves. 

‘Bulldozer’ hardly conveys what these monstrosities are 
like. The machines are grey, the size of a small house, armed 
with a machine gun and armour-plated from top to bottom. 
Each one will be constructed at the Caterpillar plant in Illinois 
at a cost of $1 million dollars apiece. The American taxpayer is 
picking up the tab, naturally. 

You will not be hearing much about these ‘killdozers’ from 
any establishment media outlet, whose controllers prefer instead 
to focus on mere name-calling by foolish young men. But the 
press wolf pack does not just restrict itself to such small fry. 
Even the great and powerful must tread the line. 

And we, the public, are inane enough never to ask why some 
leaders are singled out for demonisation. We can hardly accept 
that a few politicians may be hated more for their virtues than 
their vices. The Observer's editorial of 2nd November was a case 
in point. The paper immediately rushed to take the side of im¬ 
prisoned privatisation billionaire Mikhail Khodorkovsky against 
President Putin, thundering:- 

“Who does Vladimir Putin think he is? Is he the autocratic 
former KGB man or the would-be reformer and liberaliser of 
Russia? Is he the westward-leaning ally of President Bush 
and Tony Blair, or someone whose real affection is for the bad 
old days of the Soviet Union? In the aftermath of the Yukos 
affair and the arrest of Russia’s richest man, Mikhail Khodor¬ 
kovsky, the question needs answering. Now is crunch-time for 
Mr Putin.” 

Later, the leader writer went on waspishly to describe Putin 
as: “the man who has kept a stranglehold on Russia’s media 
freedoms.” Though most of its (educated) readership are too 
foolish to realise that the ‘freedom’ enjoyed by The Observer is 
just the licence to publish a very narrow, almost a pre-set range 
of opinion. 

The so-called ‘free’ press 

In spite of The Observer's alleged editorial independence, 
isn’t it quite likely that ‘Lord’ Bob Gavron, multi-millionaire New 
Labour donor, has some input into what is published - and 
more importantly - what isn't published? Whether the owners 
are old school, like Lord Rotliermere, newcomers such as porn 
man Richard Desmond or the Australian/American citizen 
Rupert Murdoch, pretty much the same rules will apply across 
the board. 

Press democracy? Fiction and hypocrisy! This sort of ‘demo¬ 
cracy’ was well summed up by the comments of the prosecutor 
during Pauline Hanson’s trial in Australia when he complained 
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that she was creating 
“uncertainty in the elect¬ 
oral process” by daring to 
offer an alternative to the 
complacent and corrupt 
duopoly that misgoverns 
that country. 

Well, it’s nice to know 
that The Observer has 
such solicitude for the 
well-being of one moneyed oligarch, after the degradation and 
looting of Russia on a gigantic scale by his peers. Are these 
supposed leftist liberals now in sympathy with the worst 
aspects of capitalism? Even Khordorkovsky’s alleged desire for 
‘democracy’ probably merely means that he would like a Levy 
and Blair-type arrangement, with big money giving direct access 
to influence and power. 

Of course, the rhetorical question posed by the paper, Who 
does Putin think he is?’ has a simple and obvious answer. He’s 
Russia’s leader - as opposed to a wholly dubious robber baron, 
whom the media establishment in the US and Britain appar¬ 
ently thinks should really run the country! Whatever his faults, 
Putin - unlike the leaders of Britain and America - has some 
patriotic feelings and concern for the well-being of his people. 

The arrest of Khodorkovsky by Russian police greatly 
offended the high and mighty, including leading neo-con Richard 
Perle, the Prince of Darkness himself, which in itself shows how 
right Putin was to make this move. Perle called for the expulsion 
of Russia from the G8 organisation as revenge for daring to lock 
up a corrupt wealthy man. 



Part of Israel’s ‘ethnic cleansing’ programme 


Perle’s reaction is understandable enough. It is called racial 
solidarity, and we would do well to emulate the attitude more. 
Incidentally, if Putin really is serious about breaking the power 
of the oligarchs who came to dominate Russia after the fall of 
Communism - and who have already siphoned off billions of the 
countiy’s wealth to American and Israeli banking syndicates - 
then the consequences will be unpredictable and dangerous, 
given the utter crazies in control of the US at the present time. 

The prophetic words written over forty years ago by Fr. 
Leonard Feeney, a traditionalist Roman Catholic priest, sum up 
the situation. In his The Point magazine of September 1958, 
surveying the foreign policy of the US and Britain towards the 
Middle East, and triumphant Zionism in general, Feeney said:- 

“It has cost England her empire. And it has put that other 
chief Zionist supporter, the United States of America, face to 
face with a Third World War - one that looms like a terror out 
of the Apocalypse, and that will provide the most fantastic 
chapter yet in the unfinished story of Zionism.” 

So be warned, readers, that mere foolishness is one of the 
factors that can lead a trail to Armageddon! 
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IMMIGRANTS IN MAINLAND EUROPE: A 
READERS ORSERVATIONS 


BACK ll\l JULY, there appeared an article in 
Spearhead penned by Antony Milne, headed 
'Can Europe Save Us?' Its argument seemed to 
be that there could be a hidden blessing in 
Britain's membership of the EU, in that 
measures to control immigration on the Contin¬ 
ent were, in the writer's opinion, firmer than 
here. Not only was Mr. Milne's reasoning 
faulty but even his facts were far from correct. 

The article mentioned five ships that had begun 
patrolling the coastlines of Italy and Spain; five 
thousand miles of coast to be patrolled day and 
night - without making allowances for dry-docking 
and maintenance! This alone should suffice to show 
up this exercise as merely a face-saving and vote- 
catching ploy to placate the nationalists of Europe 
and, it might be hoped, deter them from voting for 
the only people who have the long-term interests of 
their respective nations at heart. 

Recently I returned from three weeks in 
Germany. I found that the small town in Southern 
Bavaria which had been my home for some eight¬ 
een years, was already besieged with immigrants 
from Africa. An asylum home had been set up in an 
abandoned house; all facilities of the best, natur¬ 
ally, for these visitors! Crime is on the increase and 
several local 'maidens' have already taken up with 
the newcomers. 

My endeavours to clarify the situation were 
swept aside with the customary liberal gloss that I 
was 'prejudiced'. Of course I am! I lived amongst 
these people for fourteen years! 

In some schools in Dusseldorf the level of 
foreigners - mostly black or Balkan - is reaching 
the 40 per cent mark. A liberal school mistress who 
had suffered a nervous breakdown revealed in front 
of the television cameras that black pupils, some as 
young as twelve, made suggestive remarks to her. 
She had been sexually manhandled, but when she 
attempted to remonstrate with the malefactors she 
was howled down with cries of 'Nazi whore'! 

Mr. Milne seems to believe that Euro countries 
have tougher immigration laws than we. It could 
well be, but it is not the law that counts here but 
its implementation and execution. Several policemen 
in Germany confided to me that they have already 
received from 'on high' the recommendation not to 
be too harsh with the Blacks, especially in the 
towns with a high proportion of them, for fear of 
'disturbances'. And this in a fully armed police force! 

BOATLOADS COMING IN 

And now for my piece de resistance : from the 
newspaper Doiomiten, of Bozen in the South Tyrol, 
This came from a report published on 24.06.03. 

Daily, there are arriving on the shores of Lamp¬ 
edusa and Sicily overladen boats with 'refugees' 


from Black Africa. The deportation of such 'un¬ 
wanted subjects' does not function. Ex-ministress 
Livia Turco said: "At least 62,000 foreigners are 
remaining in Italy, despite having received orders to 
depart. The courts are absolutely jammed with the 
paper war being conducted on their behalf by 
unscrupulous and greedy lawyers." 

The number of foreigners in Italy with permiss¬ 
ion to reside has doubled since 1993 to 1.5 million; 
to this must be added the (at least) half-million 
illegal entrants. 

Now this is published in an Italian newspaper. 

It has not been rebutted or refuted by the Govern¬ 
ment, which is said to be 'right wing', with fascist 
elements in its ranks; and it can be taken as true. 

In Germany, the police have powers to stop 
and search; but there, as here, there can be seen 
youngish Blacks driving the very latest 
BMW or Mercedes, coated with gold 
chains and with radios playing the 
latest rap rubbish; and yet no one is 
holding them up and demanding to 
know where and how they have ob¬ 
tained the money to finance this 
luxurious life-style. 

Gangs of gypsy children run amok 
in department stores in Munich, and 
when the police intervene there is the 
usual cry of 'Nazis'; the local children's 
organisation swings into action; the 
culprits are all under-age and must be 

'counselled', not punished. Any attempt _ 

to bring them to account is thus foiled. 

Even when they have no papers, there is nothing 
more the police can do - their fellow citizens in 
many cases demanding that, in view of Hitler's 
treatment of the Gypsies, they should be 'under¬ 
stood'. Apparently, the 'Hitler' complex lasts for 
decades, and no amount of 'democratisation' can 
eliminate this deep-rooted and seemingly inerad¬ 
icable fear of all things German - except of course 
the social welfare hand-outs! 

Mr. Milne's description of the situations in 
Holland, Belgium and France was at a variance with 
the facts. The situations in all three countries are 
almost as bad as here, with one important 
difference: far more nationals of these countries 
are likely to resent this invasion and are prepared 
to speak out against it - in marked contrast to the 
all-too-often-heard British comment: "Well, what 
can one do about it?" True, in Holland the author¬ 
ities can decide within twenty-four hours whether 
an applicant for asylum will be allowed in. What¬ 
ever the decision, however, the enormous number 
of degenerates who assist the invasion tide rise to 
the occasion and grant the asylum-seekers board 
and lodging, meanwhile assisting them with appeals 
and legal assistance. The net result is that very 
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few, if any, leave; if they do, they simply travel 
over the border to Belgium, make the usual noises 
about Belgian exploitation of the Congo, and the 
authorities are more than likely to fall over and sign 
all and every petition to keep them there. 

As far as I am aware, the foreigners in France 
are 'ghettoised' to a far greater degree than in any 
other West European state, but this in no way 
detracts from the sheer number arriving daily. They 
are pouring in from Spain, Italy, Portugal and 
Belgium. The French used to argue with us in Africa 
that if a Black could speak French that made him a 
Frenchman. I often thought of the Duke of Welling¬ 
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Asylum-seekers are seen here arriving in Sicily, Camp of the 
Saints- style. 


ton and his remark, being asked if he were Irish, 
having been born in Ireland, that being born in a 
stable did not make a man a horse! 

Mr. Milne closes by stating that we must 
recognise the EU as a fait accompli. Sure, set up 
and organised by political spivs and shysters: 
Bangemann, Prodi, Lambsdorff, to name just some 
of those from Germany and Italy who come to 
mind. These are the men who informed us that if 
we did not join their Union there would be another 
European war! This was a colossal semantic jump 
without any foundation, but the suckers fell for it 
and, baa ing wildly, headed for the voting booths, 
convinced that they were averting a disaster worse 
than the fall of Constantinople. 

But I have news for Mr. Milne: nothing human 
is irreversible; nothing is eternal; nothing that 
cannot be amended, annulled or simply withdrawn 
from. Even the marriage contract, supposed to be 
holy, is annulled hundreds of times daily. So what is 
holy or irresistible about the Treaty of Rome? As 
we all know, it takes more than one party to make 
a treaty, and if one or more parties simply with¬ 
draw the treaty becomes null and void, empty and 
without substance. 
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4s Britain becomes ever more ungovernable, ANTONY MILNE says... 

TORY CHANGE 
=NOCHANGE 


THE recent anointment of Michael 
Howard as leader of the Tory Party 
means that democracy has finally died 
in Britain. The reason is simple: given 
the continued dominance of ‘main¬ 
stream’ politics, no way will any future 
party leader be able to govern without 
the consent of the huge cultural elite 
which is now outside government 
circles. This elite is now extremely 
numerous, and far exceeds the 100 or 
so members and assistants of the 
Government, and the thousand or so 
senior government officials and civil 
servants. Nor will a future Tory Govern¬ 
ment be able to pass any laws that 
supersede those coming from Europe. 

Michael Howard has become leader of 
the Tories to whoops of joy from the press 
simply because he made two shrewdly 
considered but vital remarks: he said he 
would govern ‘from the centre’, and he em¬ 
phasised his Romanian-Jewish immigrant 
origins. He praised the ‘splendid diversity’ 
of Britain. Liberals will now jump upon this 
and confirm that Britain is now a nation of 
immigrants who can do well for themselves 
here, and there will be no more despised 
‘rightism’ in this country in any shape or 
form for decades to come. 

The notion that the Tories were even 
‘right of centre’; has always been a down¬ 
right lie, since after Thatcher and the disas¬ 
trous leaderships of Major, Hague and 
Duncan Smith the party has moved ever 
further to the left. It has done so because it 
has failed to understand the real reason 
why it lost the 1997 election, and it has 
thought it could only get back into power by 
emulating Labour. 

But as political correctness and the 
blatant attacks on Britain’s heritage, instit¬ 
utions and history have become really 
vicious, the Tories should in fact have 
moved firmly to the right. Perhaps they 
were wary of what happened to Labour 
after they were defeated in 1979. The 
popular myth surrounding this and subse¬ 
quent defeats is that they occurred because 
the party had moved too far to the left and 
lost three more elections as a result. But 
history never repeats itself, and there is a 
danger in making false analogies. 

Permanent left-liberal system 

Top commentators who used to be part 
of the Tory press’, like Max Hastings, want 
to see the Conservatives move towards the 
‘centre’. But as they profess to want to see 
‘more democracy’, one wonders how this 
can occur if Britain only has three major 
parties to begin with, and they are all in the 
‘centre’! The answer is obvious: too many 
want to see a permanent left-liberal system 
of government in force. 

Now the slide into disorder is unstopp¬ 
able, because the green light has been 


given to every wicked, selfish, anti-social 
thug to do his own thing. Sex lessons in 
schools have resulted in a rise in venereal 
disease among teenagers; gun crime 
amongst the imported black underclass is 
rampant; comedians with lavatorial humour 
appear regularly on TV; black ‘rap’ music 
on the radio is here to stay because the 
broadcasters will make sure of it. 

The irony is that many of these comm¬ 
entators are not shy in pointing out how 
rapid has been the decline of Britain during 
the past ten years. Immigration is totally 
out of control and crime is skyrocketing. 
There has been a complete collapse of 
social, educational and family values. They 
know it and write about it, but don’t seem to 
know why it has happened. They admit that 
A-levels have been so degraded that they 
are simply a con trick. A university degree, 
even from a traditional university, will also 
soon become meaningless when the 
Government’s target of getting 50 per cent 
of all school-leavers into universities is 
met. 

In short, our cretinous country, once 
considered by foreigners to have high 
standards in most fields, is now governed 
by an anti-elitist (in the sense of anti-talent) 
clique that has given the country a blasted 
and blitzed appearance. Graffiti has been 
sprayed on virtually every urban wall and 


upon every train, railway wall and signal 
box for hundreds of miles around. 

During the entire autumn period in 
suburban areas, you can hear fireworks 
going off virtually every night because of 
the mercenary greed of the fireworks 
manufacturers, who want to stuff corner 
shops with their products, and because of 
the media who over-promoted Halloween. 
Then, in the name of cultural diversity, the 
Indian community has been encouraged to 
celebrate its own Diwali festival. So there 
are yet more fireworks exploding through¬ 
out the night for weeks on end. 

Most normal people in every society 
want high moral, social and educational 
standards, cultural cohesiveness and low 
levels of crime, and would welcome 
strong-arm tactics to achieve this aim. 
During the 1970s, popular paperback 
discussions of Britain’s ills - which were 
nothing compared to those of today - 
tended more towards an authoritarian 
political solution to our problems, in the 
face of perceived chaos brought about by 
rampant trade unions, out-of-control inflat¬ 
ion and IRA violence. 

There were then few taboos about 
discussing immigration either. Recently 
released archives show that Edward Heath 
was alarmed about the race-relations 
consequences of Idi Amin’s expulsion of 
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his Asians from Uganda in 1972 and 
dumping them on this country. Other polit¬ 
icians expressed fears about the social 
and negative economic impact of unskilled 
immigration when the ethnic minority popu¬ 
lation was some way less than it is now. 

When the ‘green’ movement emerged 
in the 1970s, most books started off by 
saying that overpopulation, especially in 
Europe, was at the root of the environ¬ 
mental crisis. 

Power of the elites 

Virtually all these arguments have been 
turned on their heads because of the 
growing power of the cultural elites to 
change the intellectual status-quo , and 
with it government policies. 

What has happened in Britain has been 
a coup in reverse. Whereas true author¬ 
itarian states first gain control of the media, 
educational and cultural institutions, in 
Britain the opposite has happened; the 
liberal non-government elite dictate to the 
government what its policies should be by 
excluding from debate any rightist or 
nationalist sentiment and demonising any 
patriotic movement. The proof of this is that 
the term of abuse, ‘Little Englander’, is 
seldom ever used by politicians but often 
by journalists. 

The same people have a track record 
as long as your arm of attacking and 
vilifying, not only the BNP, but every single 


nationalist movement that has emerged in 
Europe, without exception. 

They also, of course, get themselves 
elected into politics having once been 
members of the cultural elite themselves. 
Many of the present Government were 
student-radical types who had been 
weaned on the early left-liberal cultural 
norms that were already emerging in the 
media and the universities from the 1960s 
onwards. 

In my November article, I said that 
about 500 liberals run this country. But this 
is the hard core of influential cultural and 
opinion leaders who head a vast army of 
other connected elites that have spread 
out in concentric rings from the media -- 
now virtually 100 percent left-liberal (and 
not always by choice, but they know on 
which side their bread is buttered). There 
are the vast advertising and commercial 
elites, the heads of the professions, 
especially and principally the legal profess¬ 
ion, and leaders of most public services, 
which are technically not part of govern¬ 
ment. 

Police emasculated 

Liberals don’t like ‘authoritarianism’, 
which they regard as a ‘statist’ concept, 
and hence they claim to believe that 
society should have less powerful authority 
structures. The allegedly ‘racist’ police 
have been so browbeaten by the Estab¬ 


lishment that they have virtually withdrawn 
from any form of public presence, and 
have become form-filling social workers. A 
former top police chief wrote recently that 
yobbish, riotous behaviour is common¬ 
place in our major northern cities at night 
because the police abandoned all 
attempts at effective, bobby-on-the-beat 
policing. Most police chiefs, he said, 
desperately want more of their men on the 
streets, but it was simply ‘not policy’. The 
liberal elite think it old-fashioned. 

Possibly, young people see that uncon¬ 
trolled immigration, without any thought for 
the consequences, means that the polit¬ 
icians don’t care what happens to this 
country any more: a message guaranteed 
to perpetuate nihilism, alienation and law¬ 
lessness. Indeed, the law is even under 
assault from the lawyers themselves. The 
judges, far from upholding the law, do 
everything in their power to allow illegal 
immigrants to stay in the country; and they, 
the judges, represent the most obvious 
and sinister threat to the sovereignty of the 
politicians precisely because they are so 
similar in background, and are virtually 
interchangeable with them. 

But clearly this country wants more 
political authoritarianism, not less. This is 
the whole purpose of gaining and holding 
on to political power: to exercise authority 
without fear or favour, and not have the 
country run through non-governmental and 
unelected cultural agencies and forces. 


MADHOUSE BRITAIN 


OFFICERS attached to Scotland Yard’s 
Operation Trident unit, which investigates 
Yardie gun crime, are instructed not to refer 
to ‘black-on-black’ shootings but “gun crimes 
in the black community that we serve.” The 
former phraseology is considered ‘racist’. 

* * * 

WHILE Britain groans under a serious crime 
wave and police protest they cannot cope, the 
tale of a mother and son in Sherborne, Dorset, 
should be of interest. The son (10) squirted a 
water pistol at a woman in the street. Mum took 
the toy off him, apologised to the woman, and 
then gave her boy a severe ticking off. 

But the victim ’ was not satisfied. She called 
the police, and within minutes two officers were 
on the scene and the boy was told that unless he 
accepted an official caution he would be prose¬ 
cuted. The mother was so outraged that she 
refused. As a result, the son was charged and 
made to appear in court. His punishment, if any, 
is not known. 

* * * 

EIGHT police officers from Kent have been under 
investigation following a claim of ‘racism’ on a 
golfing trip to France. 

A member of the public travelling on the coach 
taking the policemen said she heard the men share 
a ‘racist’ joke, which was broadcast over the 
tannoy system. She reported the incident, protest¬ 
ing that some 40 civilians were present and a 
number of them might not have appreciated the 


humour. A Kent Police spokesman announced to 
the press that the complaint was being taken very 
seriously. 

* * * 

AN ENQUIRY into allegations of ‘institut¬ 
ional racism’ in the Crown Prosecution 
Service has recently been completed - at a 
cost of £700,000 to the British taxpayer. At the 
end of it all, no evidence of ‘racism’ was 
found. 

* * * 

TWO years ago, Warwickshire Police set up a 
hotline to deal with complaints about ‘racism ’. 
The round-the-clock service operated in eight 
languages: English, Hindi, Punjabi, Gujarati, 
Spanish, Urdu, Albanian and Serbo-Croat. 

Last month it was announced that the service 
had been scrapped because in the two years it 
had not received a single call. The cost to 
taxpayers is not known. 

* * * 

A TWELVE-year-old tearaway from Leeds with 
a long crime record, including burglary, criminal 
damage, assault and joyriding, has been offered a 
£150,000 scholarship to an exclusive public 
school. 

And Knowsley Council, on Merseyside, is 
spending £228,000 of the taxpayers’ money to 
send young criminals on adventure holidays in 
Scotland and the Lake District. This follows the 
same council’s decision to take a gang of hooli¬ 


gans to Alton Towers to keep them out of trouble 
at Halloween. 


* * * 

THE village of Merton, near Okehampton in 
Devon, has for years had a regular tradition 
of putting on pantomimes for the local kids at 
Christmas time. This year, the plan was to 
stage one called ‘Snow White and the Seven 
Asylum-Seekers’. The panto told the story of 
seven asylum-seekers called Chemical Ali, 
Comical Ali, Back Ali, Dark Ali, Bowling Ali, 
Ali G. and Ali-Kiss-Angel. The seven were 
working illegally in a nearby quarry and 
living off baked beans in a cabin in the woods. 

But the Commission for Racial Equality 
got to hear of the event and demanded that 
the show be cancelled. The pantomine society, 
known as the Merton Players, capitulated, but 
not before its writer, Bob Harrod, resigned 
from the Players in disgust at their cowardice. 
* * * 

“NEEDED: Policy Officer: equalities and diver¬ 
sity. Salary around £32,000 plus benefits. The 
Council’s commitment to equality and diversity 
has created a network of Diversity Champions 
within the organisation. To strengthen this init¬ 
iative, a new post has been created to further 
develop and implement our objectives... 

“You will monitor progress on a range of 
equality issues, advising on best practice and 
operating to ensure a consistent approach in 
employment and service delivery.... 

“If you meet the profile, have boundless energy 
and the ability to enthuse others, then come and 
join us. ” 

Part of press advert placed by Wigan Council 
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REPUBLICANISM in Britain is not new 
nor ‘modem’; least of all is it ‘pro¬ 
gressive’. It is an infantile concept that 
has had regular surges of support over 
the ages as current monarchs or royal 
families have acted in ways to dis¬ 
please - a fact which merely under¬ 
lines its infantilism, for the institution 
of monarchy never was nor ever will 
be one which stood or fell on the 
attributes of individuals or the exigen¬ 
cies of one or another particular 
historical moment. 

When a royal family member is 
perceived to have behaved shabbily, 
republican scribblers in the press will 
enjoy a field day just until such time as 
the balance is redressed by some highly 
popular royal event or, perhaps, the sight 
of a royal on the receiving end, rather 
than the giving end, of the shabbiness. 

All this demonstrates just the shallow¬ 
ness and caprice of ‘public opinion’, 
swayed hither and thither by the impact 
of today’s news - huge in the public’s 
narrow perspective but usually tiny in 
terms of its historical importance. A 
Palace flunky sells a salacious ‘inside’ 
story to one of the tabloids. Ergo, the 
republican issue is once again reopened, 
and the Guardian -reading classes chatter 
with fresh animation. Then an impress¬ 
ive royal pageant comes along, such as 
the one marking the hundredth birthday 
of the late Queen Mother, and the debate 
goes cool again - as if these ephemeral 
developments had the slightest relevance 
to the merits of the institution of royalty 
perse. Again, this is not new. The treat¬ 
ment by George IV of his wife (locked out 
of Westminster Abbey during his coro¬ 
nation) prompted anti-royal utterances 
from the pens of Byron and Shelley, just 
to mention two, but it all blew over as 
memories faded. 

Of course, there have been thinkers 
and writers whose commitment to 
republican ideals has been more solidly 
founded. Thomas More wrote of such an 
ideal in his Utopia when he was a 
courtier of Henry VIII. Milton, one of our 
greatest scribes, was labelled by Dr. 
Samuel Johnson as “an acrimonious and 
surly republican.” Even in Victorian 
times, when British imperial power was 
at its zenith and the Queen giving her 
name to that era was seen as the symbol 
of all that that power represented, repub¬ 
licanism enjoyed brief revivals in both 
fashionable and popular circles, first 
with the campaigns of the Chartists and 
later in the writings of William Morris. 

Republican assumptions 

At its more serious level, republican¬ 
ism has always been based on two 
cardinal assumptions. The first is that it is 
wrong for any individual to wield special 
power and influence, and enjoy wealth, 
pomp and adulation, purely by accident 
of birth and not as things earned by 


merit and achievement. Why, republic¬ 
ans will ask, should this be permitted? 

To this question there is an answer at 
the same time almost absurd in its simp¬ 
licity and profound in its good sense: 
why not? At the end of the day, the 


measure of all such institutions and laws 
is their overall political, social and, above 
all, national utility. Is the nation weak¬ 
ened or enhanced by such a tradition? 
Criteria of fairness or justice, least of all of 
social equality, simply do not come into 
it. And from this proceeds another ques¬ 
tion even more important: Is there any 
evidence, historical or empirical, that the 
status enjoyed by monarchs is any the 
less admirably put to use in the public 
service than that enjoyed by politicians 
elected by universal franchise within a 
system based on political parties? 

This brings us to the second assump¬ 
tion underlying republican theory: that 



IN FANCY DRESS AGAIN! 

Here Prince Charles is togged up to 
visit a mosque. People like him have 
been spawned by royal families across 
the centuries, but they are irrelevant 
to the issue of monarchy versus repub¬ 
licanism. 


monarchs, being largely people of 
mediocre human attributes, are not fit for 
the privileges they inherit. But are parlia¬ 
mentarians of the kind spawned by our 
‘democratic’ political institutions any the 
less mediocre or any the more fit? In 
certain societies, notably the aristocrat¬ 
ically constituted ones of 18th and 19th 
century Britain, where the franchise was 
much more limited, and that of the early 
United States, where the same limitations 


applied, this just might have been so; but 
the matter is debatable at least. Whole 
legions of political mediocrities, some 
undeniably corrupt, emerged in both 
countries in those times; they were, on 
the other hand, balanced by some men 


of exceptional talent and statesmanship. 
But in Britain and the USA today the 
latter are almost extinct - probably 
excluded from office by the very nature 
of the prevailing political system and 

JEFFREY TURNER 
joins battle with the 
Guardian- reading 
classes 

culture, while the former are the norm. It 
was once famously said that a diplomat 
is a person sent abroad to lie for his 
country; it could even more accurately 
be maintained that a parliamentary or 
congressional member is one elected by 
virtue of lying for his party and con¬ 
strained to do the same when in office! 

Russia: Tsar and Duma 

Pre-Communist Russia is often held 
up as the incarnation of monarchy in its 
absolute form - long abandoned in 
Britain and rejected by the vast majority 
of even the most ardent royalists here. 
Tsar Nicholas II not only possessed all 
the ceremonial accoutrements of a 
king-emperor but actually wielded total 
political power. He was man of modest 
capabilities and lacking in any great 
force of character. So what? He was 
confronted with the agitation of a Duma 
consisting of several hundreds of people 
of whom the exact same might have 
been said! And while in the case of 
Nicholas it could be argued without fear 
of contradiction that, with all his limit¬ 
ations, he was a man genuinely dedi¬ 
cated to the good of his country and 
people, his parliamentary deputies 
consisted in no small part of political 
adventurers, liars and crooks, a substan¬ 
tial number of whom sought only to 
destroy Russia as a national entity in 
order to submerge it in a Marxist world 
order. Which, in all sanity, was the lesser 
evil? 

For a brief time, that Russia found an 
outstanding leader in Pyotr Stolypin, who 
carried out a series of dynamic reforms 
which enormously improved the con¬ 
dition of the country’s vast peasantry - 
until his work was cut short by assassin- 


Republicanism: time to 
bury it, not to praise it 
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OUR NATIONAL HERITAGE 

Windsor Castle (above) and Balmoral (below): they don’t just belong to the royal 

family; they belong to all of us. 



assassination in 1911. Stolypin attained 
his office by royal appointment. The 
likelihood that he would have ever 
clawed his way to it through the jungle of 
parliamentary politics, with their petty 
aims, their incessant intrigues, their 
worship of mediocrity and the premium 
they set on talk - such a likelihood is 
remote. The example of Britain, America 
and almost all the other nations of 
today’s ‘democratic’ West underline this. 

Today in Britain the debate on 
monarchy excludes any question of such 
absolutism (though there will some who 
will argue that it should not); it revolves 
solely around the idea of whether the 
institution of constitutional monarchy , 
with its very tightly restricted powers, 
should be preserved. However, much the 
same criteria still apply. Is a monarch, 
albeit with the obvious personal limitat¬ 
ions acknowledged earlier, any the less 
fit to enjoy status and privileges than the 
rag-bag of nonentities elevated to power 
through the ranks of our current Labour, 
Tory and Liberal Democrat parties? Or 
might such a person in fact be somewhat 
more so - given that she or he, by reason 
of accession through inheritance, is 
much more likely to be a disinterested 
public servant, particularly so for 
absence of career ambition, the 
possession of assured financial security 
and non-commitment to any political 
party? 

The handling of scandal 

The goings-on in the private life of 
Prince Charles, while not admirable, are 
- again - nothing new. Private scandal 
has followed royal members across 
history. The only difference today is that 
that scandal is much more likely to suffer 
public exposure than in the past. It is not 
only that the mass media are vastly more 
powerful and developed; it is also that a 
modem superstition has taken root by 
which exposure is demanded as of right. 
Why should the Prince of Wales get away 
with it and others not? Again there is a 
simple reply: because the national 
interest requires that, in certain circum¬ 
stances, there are sound reasons why he 
should do so. Is this hypocrisy? Yes it is, 
but in all affairs of state since time imm¬ 
emorial hypocrisy has had a necessary 
place. It must be said again: the national 
interest overrules all. This is still today 
invoked as justification for cover-ups of 
every kind where they involve public 
servants outside the royal domain, but 
‘democracy’ somehow dictates that the 
royals should be exempt from such 
favours. 

But was the old hypocrisy really 
worse than the new? Roger Scruton, 
writing on recent Palace revelations in 
The Spectator of November 15th 
spotlighted the latter:- 

“The demoralisation of the public provides a 
new financial opportunity, 


and editors are too jealous of their 
empires not to seize it. Moreover, the 
depraved imagination of the British 
public provides an effective protect¬ 
ion against censorship; loathsome 
gossip is no more to be censured in 
Britain than throwing Christians to 
the lions was in Rome. In both cases 
we are merely giving the public what 
it wants.” 

The Royal Estate 

Much has been made in recent 
debate of the considerable assets poss¬ 
essed by royalty and the great public 
expense involved in keeping royalty in 
the manner to which it is accustomed. I 
have always thought this to be a silly 
argument rooted in the tradition of 
resentful bile long characteristic of the 
British Left. If all the royal assets and all 
the royal subsidies were to be done away 
with and the resulting savings distrib¬ 
uted equally among the population, the 
actual benefit to each one of the 60 
million inhabitants of this country would 
be so minute as to mock serious consid¬ 
eration. It should be plain to the meanest 
thinker that this royal wealth is not 
maintained for the personal advantage 
or luxury of the royal family themselves; 
its purpose is to provide the grandeur 
and mystique believed - in my opinion 
rightly - to be essential to such an instit¬ 
ution. Liberal intellectuals no doubt 
think it pointless for royals not to be 
treated as ‘ordinary’ people, so that if 
they are to be tolerated at all they should 
dwell in something equivalent to subur¬ 
ban semis and ride around the streets on 
bicycles. As with so many things, more 


wisdom is to be found in the heads of 
factory workers, taxi-drivers, farmers and 
members of the armed forces, who want 
their head of state and her clan - at least 
where Britain is concerned - to be 
invested with something special which 
sets them above ‘ordinary people’, in the 
public image if not in the reality of the 
personal lives they lead behind their 
closed doors. 

Scruton put it well when referring to 
nations generally, and not just monar- 
chies:- 

“In truth, every state depends on 
symbolic offices through which the 
shared national loyalty can be ex¬ 
pressed and ratified. If offices are to 
retain this function, they must be 
endowed with a protective veil of 
charisma. The British people are 
conniving with the media establish¬ 
ment to tear that veil away, to show 
that the occupants of the highest 
offices in the land are - amazingly - 
human beings, and to suggest in the 
course of this that no mere human 
being has the right to such a position. 

More simply put, they are engaged in 
collective treason - treason, not to the 
monarchy, but to themselves as a 
sovereign people.” 

Some then would argue: alright, give 
the royals their palaces and their 
subsidies, but don’t give them too much; 
trim the cost of the institution and make 
them live a little more modestly. So what 
would that achieve? For every thousand 
people who support royalty in its gener¬ 
ality, there are probably a thousand 
different views as to precisely what 

Contd. on page 28 
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The Editor 
' Spearhead' 

PO Box 2471 
Hove 

E . Sussex BN3 4DT 


SIR: I draw your attention to part of a letter 
from Robert Key in The Spectator of the 
1st November, which mostly concerned 
the Duchess of Atholl. The part read:- 

"In the Jewish Chronicle, 10.5.03, 

Geoffrey Alderman wrote the following: 

'(At) that time I was actively researching 
Jewish involvement in the National 
Front, and I enjoyed the dubious but 
fascinating privilege of interviewing 
Jewish members of that party. Although 
none of them seems to have realised it, 
by joining the party they were acting 
within a very long-established Jewish 
political tradition, namely that the safest 
way for diaspora Jewry to survive was 
to back every horse in the political 
race/" (letter-writer's emphasis). 

Therein lie our problems. 

With regard to Peter Hitchens and 
Melanie Phillips, I think the correct term for 
them both is: 'Liberal Conservatives'. As 
they both write for newspapers, one must 
be careful of their real motives. They dare 
not write the full truth, for that would 
jeopardise their jobs! 

The problem with the party system is 
that it keeps the country divided. News¬ 
papers are employed just to do that. And I 
never forget what Disraeli said in his novel 
Coningsby : "... the world is governed by 
very different personages to what is imag¬ 
ined by those who are not behind the 
scenes." He would have known. 

R. HEAD 
London N7 

SIR: The European Constitution is to form¬ 
alise, in terms explicit and binding, what 
has been fact for the leading politicians for 
over 50 years. 

Our rulers can declare with sincerity that 
this evil Constitution does not change or 
affect our own Constitution in any way but 
simply clarifies existing circumstances. 

They can say this in good faith because 
they gave away our sovereignty 55 years 
ago when they signed the so-called 'Treaty 
of Accession' to the United Nations Organ¬ 
isation. 

The Charter of that institution implies 
that it must be invested with sovereignty in 
order for it to function at all, though it does 
not say so specifically. The devil is in the 
Accession Treaty. The word is not used, 
but it requires all national laws to yield to 
the diktats of UNO. The cunning and arro¬ 
gant 'insiders' have proceeded along those 
lines ever since, and all the devastation of 
our country has resulted from the endless 
obsession with 'change' that is the political 
mantra of our destroyers. 


The EU is merely one of the regional 
groups that the Charter mentions. Ob¬ 
viously, such things are easier to justify in a 
world where free competition means creat¬ 
ing monopolies. 

The whole set-up is a lie, and it depends 
on liars and deceivers, and ruthless enforce¬ 
ment of the will of the conspirators. Behold, 

I have used the forbidden word that gener¬ 
ates howls of derision from the jackals of 
politics! 

P. LISLE 

Southport, Lancs. 

SIR: The BBC must be delighted with its 
coup exposing 'racism' in its documentary 
'The Secret Policeman'. 

There is smug delight from the comm¬ 
issars of political correctness as they force 
toadying politicians and senior policemen 
to grovel abjectly and outdo each other in 
their words of condemnation. I thought the 
best effort was that of Clive Wolfendale, 
Acting Deputy Chief Constable of North 
Wales, who said he actually felt 'physically 
sick' at what the programme revealed. 

But what the BBC and its allies in the 
liberal establishment do not realise is that 
intelligent people are increasingly seeing 
through the lies and deceit. The very same 
week, the Crimewatch programme showed 
a reconstruction where a member of the 
ethnic minorities stabbed a white man to 
death in Holloway, North London. Ob¬ 
viously, the makers of the programme 
could not find a motive - though, had the 
races of the culprit and victim been 
reversed, I am sure they would have dis¬ 
covered a racial one! 

This duplicity and hypocrisy do not go 
unnoticed. One day these liars will be 
called to account! 

DANIEL SMITH 
Wolston, Warwicks. 

SIR: The dismissed cadets of the Greater 
Manchester Police have been universally 
condemned by the 'anti-racist' bigots of 
the controlled media and the top brass of 
the police, chary of their over-generous 
pensions, but not a lone voice has been 
allowed to cry in the wilderness in defence 
of the men. 

Those who pay lip-service to the multi¬ 
racial society to safeguard their vested 
interests know as well as the rest of us that 
that society has been imposed upon the 
British people by the stealth and deceit of 
the liberal elite, and that it is hugely unpop¬ 
ular throughout the country. 

When any attempt at discourse attracts 
the parrot cry of 'racist' it is wholly under¬ 
standable that suppressed frustration will 
eventually burst out. And just what is it 
that the liberal elite are afraid of? Could it 
be that they know the multi-racial society 
to be so unstable that one escaping word 
of truth would be enough to detonate it? 

The vilified cadets were perhaps a shade 
too outspoken, and careless with their 
language; but we ought to be relieved that 
there are still some among us who have not 
been cowed by the long years of bombard¬ 
ment with political correctness and anti¬ 
white propaganda, and still have the 


Letters 


courage to say out loud what oft is thought 
but ne'er so firmly expressed. 

N.G. CHARNLEY 
Blackpool, Lancs. 

SIR: Is there a qualified person (with pro¬ 
nationalist tendencies) who could fill a 
couple of pages of A4 with easily-under¬ 
stood English grammar and an explanation 
of symbols, such as inverted commas, 
apostrophes, split infinitives, and mixed 
metaphors? All would be a big help in 
raising standards among writers and make 
it more acceptable to read articles by 
racially aware people - instead of these 
being held up as the daubings of ill-edu¬ 
cated despicable bigots. 

Although I left school at 14 (in World 
War II) with no qualifications, I find I am an 
object of interest on account of my good 
English, and I have been asked to proof¬ 
read for publishers. 

It doesn't say much for the teaching of 
our treasured language, does it? 

GEOFFREY H. SMITH 
Canterbury, Kent 

(EDITOR'S NOTE: Mr. Smith should see 
some of the writings that come into our 
office from people we know to be other¬ 
wise intelligent! Editing them is sometimes 
a nightmare. We do our best, though we 
are not perfect and occasionally err; but we 
do not know of any nationalist publications 
in Britain whose standards of literacy are 
better, if as good). 

SIR: It seems to have escaped many 
people's notice that the Government, 
among its manifold immigration delinquen¬ 
cies, has effectively repealed for people 
under thirty all the restrictions on Common¬ 
wealth immigration introduced since 1962. 

The long-standing working holidays 
scheme for youngsters from the Common¬ 
wealth was deemed to attract too many 
Whites, so it has been made much more 
attractive to non-Whites. This has been 
done by allowing the two-year visa - which 
has always applied to the scheme - to be 
enlarged (after, I believe, 1 2 months in the 
country) into a five-year work permit with 
- and this is the nice bit - a right to apply 
for permanent residence after four years. 
Such applications are seldom refused. 

J.R. BELL 
Slough, Berks. 

SIR: Doris Lessing on BBC's Radio Four on 
the 3rd November said she was totally in 
favour of 'free speech'. Time after time, 
liberals say this but never do they identify 
Spearhead as the last bastion of free 
speech. 

It is not that none of them has ever 
heard of Spearhead. Former Archbishop of 
Canterbury Michael Ramsey once wanted 
to start a new magazine of this name but 
one of his colleagues told them that there 
was already a magazine called Spearhead. 
Many of these so-called 'liberal' free- 
speech believers know about Spearhead 
but refuse ever to speak about it nor even 
acknowledge its existence. 

MICHAEL INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 
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some ooservauons on contemporary society 
by JUNIUS 


Back to the 
15th century? 

8,800 Spaniards were burnt 
to death for their beliefs - or 
maybe lack of beliefs - during 
Thomas de Torquemada's 
eighteen-year reign of terror as 
Grand Inquisitor. We mention 
this because, though on a some¬ 
what more modest scale, it may 
all be happening again. If and 
when trumped up charges of 
"racism' are brought against 
you, it is likely that you will put 
the matter into the hands of a 
local law firm, who will find 
themselves facing a 'special 
prosecutor' chosen by the CPS 
to deal with heretics like you. 
Since, thanks to the wiles of 
this polished performer, you are 
almost certain to be found 
guilty and condemned, you 
might just as well save some 
money by standing up in court 
and giving your tormentors as 
good as you get. So, take the 
stage, play the underdog, and 
have your moment of glory. As 
former US President Andrew 
Jackson once put it, "One man 
with courage makes a majority." 

Lighten our darkness 

An Austrian prophet, who 
claims to have made several 
accurate predictions, has 
recently published Vision 2004 
Die nachsten lOJahre. Accord¬ 
ing to this masterpiece, the 
next 10 years will be rather 
eventful. Following a worldwide 
political and economic crisis, 
we will witness the end of the 
EU and of multicultural socie¬ 
ties. The downside will be the 
earth colliding with an asteroid 
and a third world war breaking 
out. However, survivors can 
look forward to a 'Golden Age' 
and the development of a new 
civilization! Looks to us like just 
another mixture of the good and 
the bad. 

On the other hand, these 
developments could drive a 
coach and horses through the 
Pentagon's five-year counter¬ 
terrorism plan. According to 
former NATO Commander 
General Wesley Clark, the 
current hit list includes Syria, 
Lebanon, Libya, Iran, Somalia 
and Sudan. He quotes a high- 
ranking member of the US 
Administration as saying: "No 
one is going to tell us where we 
can and cannot bomb." 

We are the 

champions - Official! 

Those of us who have 
feared that the brainwashers 
might be getting the upper hand 


will be cheered by the arrival of 
a new blockbuster from Charles 
[Bell Curve) Murray. His Human 
Accomplishment: The Pursuit 
of Excellence in the Arts and 
Sciences, 800 BC to 1950 is set 
to cause extreme anguish in 
PC/Liberal circles. In it we are 
enjoined to lavish most of our 
scholarly energies on Dead 
White Males because they have 
been responsible for 97 per cent 
of human progress. "The West," 
says Murray, "has produced 
834 significant literary figures," 
which is ten times as many as 
the nearest rival. And, in the 
arts and sciences, around 
three-quarters of "significant 
figures" originated in an area 
now comprising the countries 
of Britain, France, Germany and 
Italy. 

We would take issue with 
him on certain points. He app¬ 
ears to have sadly neglected the 
contribution which ladies have 
made to the progress of our 
civilisation. Also, our fondness 
for Handel's organ concerti puts 
us in dispute with his rankings 
of a dead heat between Beet¬ 
hoven and Mozart, with Bach 
picking up the bronze. But this 
merely emphasises the wonder 
of a culture where we are 
confronted with an array of 
genius from which we can 
select our personal favourites. 

A worldly education 

How do you run a school in 
which the pupils speak more 
than a dozen different lang¬ 
uages and have vastly different 
needs, abilities and academic 
prospects? Is it possible that 
our ever-innovative New Labour 
rulers have found an answer? 
We are advised that non-EU 
nationals now fill 15 per cent of 
the teaching places in our 
schools. And, if all foreign 
teachers are taken into acc¬ 
ount, almost 100 nations are 
represented in our British school 
staff rooms. Meanwhile, we 
read that more and more tax¬ 
payers' millions are being hurled 
at illegal schemes designed to 
improve the performance of 
children from ethnic minorities. 


When will we see an end to this 
blatant racial discrimination? 

Elsewhere, sterling efforts 
are being made to bring some 
sort of order to the chaotic 
state of the education scene. 
Charles Clarke - he's the one in 
charge - has announced that 
head teachers who allow their 
schools to run up massive 
deficits will be sent on remedial 
courses run by a City account¬ 
ancy firm. This reminds us of 
the old banking tale of the lady 
who opened an account with a 
modest legacy and, on being 
warned by friends that she was 
overspending, cheerfully 
retorted that she had plenty of 
cheques left! 

Defence of what realm? 

As Tony Blair has discov¬ 
ered, kow-towing to our EU 
'partners', and pleasing the 
United States at the same time, 
can be a circus trick too many. 
The German Government would 
like to see the armed forces of 
all EU member states under the 
control of the European Parlia¬ 
ment. From their viewpoint, this 
may make some sense. NATO 
has long been an anachronism 
which serves no useful purpose, 
other than that it allows the US 
to keep a meddlesome finger in 
the pie. However, to put our 
own lads in a position where 
they would have to accept 
marching orders from Brussels 
would be just as suicidal as 
joining the single currency. And 
can you really imagine the Poles 
and Czechs, not to mention the 
Spanish, coming to our aid if 
the Argentines had another 
crack at the Falklands? 

Here at home we should, 
theoretically, be safe as houses. 
The MoD's budget is running at 
£31 billion a year and they are 
still overspending! Unfortun¬ 
ately for us, very little of these 
funds is earmarked for the 
defence of these islands. 
Defence Secretary Hoon wants 
to improve Britain's ability to 
fight expeditionary wars with 
new lighter armed highly mobile 
vehicles, unmanned spy-in-the- 
sky reconnaissance systems. 


and other intelligence-gather¬ 
ing assets. Yet, at the same 
time, he announces lower pay 
for the Territorials. Welcome to 
the madhouse! 

IDS RIP 

We were saddened by the 
abrupt departure from the Tory 
leadership of Mr. Ian Duncan 
Smith, whose efforts to resus¬ 
citate the fortunes of his dying 
party were always good for a 
laugh when this column was 
short of material. Keeping his 
die-hard backwoodsmen happy, 
and at the same time guiding 
his ramshackle gang of oppor¬ 
tunists towards the 'centre' 
was never a viable option. 

It is noted that, following 
the age-old Tory ceremonial of 
scraping the bottom of the 
barrel, Mr. Michael Howard - 
offspring of Romanian asylum- 
seeker Bernat Hecht - has been 
selected, to popular acclaim, as 
his replacement. On past form, 
there is no reason to suppose 
that, if voted into power, this 
man would do a damned thing 
for Britain or the British people. 
Even so, he seems to think that 
his party could win the 
next-but-one general election, 
when - as surely as night 
follows day - it will be the 
Conservatives' turn to carry on 
with the business of wrecking 
the nation. And, guess what? 

All the fat cats who keep the 
Tories in funds are coming back 
into the fold. "Cheque books 
out, lads!" says 'Lord' Ashcroft 
(of Belize?), who is himself 
coughing up £2 million. Faced 
with such a challenge, 'Lord' 
Levy, Tony's tennis partner and 
fund-raiser-in- chief, will need 
to look to his laurels. What a 
wonderful thing our democracy 
is, and what a wonderful day it 
will be when we kiss this lot 
goodbye! 

A balancing act 
for Blunkett 

In 12 months time the 
Disability Discrimination Act 
will apply to all police forces. 
Jan Berry, Chairman of the 
Police Federation, suggests that 
the Home Office and the Assoc¬ 
iation of Chief Police Officers 
have yet to grasp the nettle. 
"There have been lots of people 
talking about how it might 
affect people, but nobody is 
really coming up with any real 
decisions," observes this lady. 
Always anxious to help, may 
we suggest that the Act should 
also apply to organised crime, 
which would, we think, even 
things up! 
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Alfred's Metres of Boethius (ed. Bill Griffiths) 
£14.95. Clarity of text and informative notes 
give this study a most approachable present¬ 
ation of Old English verse. King Alfred rebuilt the 
Latin verses from Boethius's On The Consolation 
of Philosophy into a new alliterative poetry. 

Anglo-American Establishment, The (Carroll 
Quigley) £12.95. A factual appraisal of the real¬ 
ities of power politics and a study of the groups 
that work behind the scenes to influence events. 

Aspects of Anglo Saxon Magic (Bill Griffiths) 
£14.95. A neat division between mainstream 
and occult, rational and superstitious, Christian 
and Pagan, is not always easy to discern. The 
Church outlawed practices they considered evil 
like divination, folk healing and spells, while at 
the same time adopting similar rituals for them¬ 
selves. 

Atrocities: The Moral Question (Sir Oswald 
Mosley) £4.50. How Europe is poisoned by 
hypocrisy and one-sided allegations. 

Banking Swindle, The (Kerry Bolton) £4.55. 

Short biographies of those who have opposed 
the charging of interest on money created by 
mere 'book-entry' without regard to real wealth 
or productive capacity. 

Behind Communism in Africa (Ivor Benson) 

£3.30. A look at the forces that were against 
White South Africa. 


The prices given here include postal 
charges for dispatch within the British Isles. 
For postage overseas please enquire before 
ordering. 

Payments should be made to 'Spearhead 
Books' and sent to the above address. 

Spearhead Books handles works by numer¬ 
ous and varied independent authors. It should 
not need stating that the publisher of Spear¬ 
head may not necessarily endorse all the 
contents of these works. 

Camp of the Saints, The (Jean Raspail) £9.00. A 

work of fiction that has almost come true: the 
overwhelming and destruction of Europe by 
immigrants from the Third World. 

Captain McKilliam Memorial Archive (Captain 
Kenneth McKilliam) £10.00. Four booklets of 
particular interest to Christians and conspiracy 
students. 

Captive State (George Monbiot) £15.95. The 

corporate takeover of Britain today revealed. 

Case for David Irving, The (Nigel Jackson) 
£13.75. An exposure of the selective censorship 
of history and free speech which proceeds at our 
peril. 

Churchill's War Vol. I (David Irving) £23.95. The 

first book in a two-part set. This book changes 
the way World War II is viewed, forever. 


Best Witness (Michael Collins Piper) £17.95. 

The case of Mel Mermelstein and the trial and 
triumph of historical revisionism. 

Biology of the Race Problem (Professor W.C. 
George) £3.30. A comprehensive introduction 
to racial differences with indisputable scientific 
data. 

Bitter Harvest (Ian Smith) £20.00. The great 
betrayal and the dreadful aftermath of 'indepen¬ 
dence' in Rhodesia by Africa's most controver¬ 
sial leader. 


Blackshirts on Sea (J.A. Booker) £19.50. A 

pictorial record of the British Union pre-war 
summer camps, with comprehensive text. 


Break His Bones 
(Bradley R. Smith) 

£13.00. The autobio¬ 
graphy of one of the 
men who dared to 
break the taboo of 
questioning the 'Holo¬ 
caust'. 

British Peace and How 
to Get it. The (Sir 
Oswald Mosley) 

£4.00. A proposal for 
peace in 1 940 with 
Empire intact and 
people safe. 

British Press, The ('Boreas') £2.00. Although 
this book was published in 1 939, readers will 
spot an uncanny similarity with the situation in 
Britain today. 


Break His 
Bones 
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Broken Cross, The (Piers Compton) £12.95. 

About the hidden hand in the Vatican and its 
subversion of the Catholic Church. 


By Way of Deception (Victor Ostrovsky) 

£11.00. A former Mossad (Israeli Intelligence 
Service) agent defects and tells his amazing 
story. 


Churchill's War Vol. II (David Irving) £29.30. The 

history of the middle and later years of the war. 

Dark Age Naval Power (John Haywood) £14.95. 

The reassessment of Frankish and Anglo-Saxon 
seafaring activity. 

Dartmoor Massacre, The (Vivian Bird) £6.00. In 

1812 American prisoners were held in Dartmoor 
prison. This is the account of their fate. 

Death of King Arthur (Trans, by James Cable) 
£6.95. Set in the twilight of the Arthurian world. 
The knights meet at the round table after their 
quest for the grail. 

Deculturisation of the English People (John Love- 
joy) £5.95. The sad story of the process by 
which the English people are in essence being 
destroyed, and a remedy to reverse the 
situation. 

Did Six Million Really Die? (Richard Harwood) 
£2.50. Controversial and yet good news for all 
victims and students of the 'Holocaust'. 

En Route to Global Occupation (Gary H. Kah) 

£12.75. A high- ranking government liaison 
officer exposes the secret agenda for world 
unification. 

Empire of the City (E.C. Knuth) £11.25. An 

examination of the role of the international elite, 
based in the city of 
London, in advancing 
globalisation. 

Enemies of the Queen 
(Kitty Little Ph.D.) 

£2.00. Written with 
the author's personal 
knowledge and 
experiences of 'the 
enemy within'. 

Evil Good Men Do, The 
(E.J. Hamm) £10.00. 

Crucial decisions by 



governments that have led to the ruin of Britain. 

Evita, The New Feminism (Evita Peron) £5.20. A 

selection of essays by this most revered person¬ 
ality. 

Fable of the Ducks and the Hens, The £5.00. A 

colourful cartoon-style A4-size book telling the 
story of 'Asylum Seekers' in parable form. A 
wonderful Christmas 'stocking- filler' for child¬ 
ren. 

Facing the Abyss (A.K. Chesterton) £3.50. The 

first leader of the National Front reveals the 
secret forces behind world events. 

Fatima and the great Conspiracy (Deirdre Mani¬ 
fold) £10.75. An attempt to explain the meaning 
and truth behind the vision. 

Ferenc Szalasi and the Arrow Cross (Pablo De 
Vargo) £3.30. In far off Hungary the 'Red Terror' 
was held at bay for a few vital weeks. This is the 
story of co-nationalist ideas of the Arrow Cross 
and its blood sacrifice. 

Fiend and Felon (Gerd Honsik) £10.50. The 

author shows the unsavoury side of Simon 
Wiesenthal, the 'nazi-hunter'. 

Final Secret of Pearl Harbour, The (R.A. Theo¬ 
bald) £12.00. All the mysteries of the 'surprise' 
attack explained. 

French Revolution, The (Nesta Webster) £19.00. 

An excellent historical account, with descrip¬ 
tions of the horrors, that set the scene for the 
more terrible events of the communist revolts in 
other parts of the world. 

Giant With Feet of Clay (Jurgen Graf) £10.00. A 

thorough critique of Raul Hilberg's The Destruc¬ 
tion of European Jewry. 

Gift of Ramu, The (Alexander Baron) £3.00. This 
fascinating novel tells of a wonderful gift to 
mankind and its consequences for the 'money 
power'. 

Global Manipulators, The ( Robert Eringer) 

£9.00. The real power of the internationalists 
exposed. 

Great Money Reformers (L. Wise) £9.00. Three 
booklets which detail the lives and ideas of Silvio 
Gesell, Arthur Kitson and Frederick Soddy 
regarding the 'Money Question'. A valuable 
background for all those who are interested in 
Social Credit ideas. 

Gruesome Harvest (Ralph Franklin Keeling) 

£11.95. How Allied policy makers treated their 
defeated foe. A compelling story of 'victors' 
justice'. 

Hall of Mirrors (David Sinclair) £ 18.99. The 

Treaty of Versailles and the injustices in it that 
made the Second World War inevitable. 

History and Biology (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 

£1.30. Traces the history of mankind and its 
eventual fate if some form of eugenics is not 
brought into population management. 

Hoax of the 20th Century, The (Prof. A.R. Butz) 
£15.00. The most famous, and indeed seminal, 
work on 'Holocaust' revisionism. 

Holocaust Affirmers (Alexander Baron) £10.75. 

A hard look at the people pushing the 'Holocaust' 
stories. 

Holocaust Industry, The (Norman G. Finkelstein) 
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£18.00. Reflections on the exploitation of 
Jewish suffering - by a Jewish writer. 

Holocaust, The: 120 Questions Answered 
(Charles Weber) £2.00. Fact and fable examined 
and questioned. 


Canning) £6.00. A foreign policy to bring peace 
and security. Pre-war but still relevant today. 

Mosley's Blackshirt Airmen (Keith Thompson) 
£3.00. About aircraft-makers, airmen and war 
heroes who belonged to British Union. 


£7.25. About the growing demographic threat to 
white survival. A very relevant warning for the 
present generation. 

Robin Hood ( J. Ritson) £11.50. Ancient poems, 
Songs and ballads. First published in 1795. 


Hunter (Andrew McDonald) £5.75. An exciting 
fictional tale of a young man who rebels against 
race-mixing and democratic oppression. 

I Saw Poland Betrayed (A.B. Lane) £7.00. 

Exposes the truth of the terrible tragedy of 
Poland. 

Is There Intelligent Life on Earth? (Prof. Revilo P. 
Oliver) £4.95. A study of the stupidity of the 
masses and suicidal doctrines they follow. 

Jewish Supremacism 
(David Duke) £18.00. 

A detailed study of 
how the future of the 
world is in the hands 
of this enigmatic 
people. 

Land and the People, 

The (Jorian Jenks) 

£2.50. One of the 
founders of the Soil 
Association sets out 
his view for the revit¬ 
alisation of Britain's 
agriculture. A pre-war 
Blackshirt publication. 

Land Rights and Birth Rights (Peter B. English) 

£12.00. About the great Australian hoax. An 
examination of the rights to ownership of former 
aboriginal land. 

Legacy of John Lennon (David A. Noebel)) 
£10.00. Charming or harming a generation? 

Liars Ought to Have Good Memories (Alexander 
Baron) £4.95. An accurate exposure of the 
workings of the "Jewish lie factory," otherwise 
known as Searchlight Magazine. 

Life of John Birch, The (Robert Welch) £8.00. 

The life story of the man who gave his name to 
one of the most important anti-Communist 
movements in America. 

Lifting the Lid off the ADL (William Pierce) £2.30. 

An astounding revelation of the real race-haters 
within the media. 

Lightning and the Sun, The (Savitri Devi) £7.95. 

Three figures from history compared: Akhnaton, 
Genghis Khan and Adolf Hitler. 

Like the Roman: The 
Life of Enoch Powell 
(Simon Heffer) 

£14.99. The best 
definitive biography of 
the man whose views 
on coloured immig¬ 
ration were endorsed 
by millions of Britons. 

Lord of the Rings 
(J.R.R. Tolkien) 

£16.75. A novel based 
on British folklore 
describing a mythical 
world and the battle 
between good and evil. 

Mead-Hall, The (Stephen Pollington) £14.95. 

Communal meals were an important feature of 
Anglo Saxon Society. Some were ritual and 
others informal. A comprehensive study of the 
subject is here presented. 

Mind Britain's Business (Captain Gordon 




Motorways for Britain (A. Raven Thompson) 

£1.50. Constructive solutions to traffic chaos. 
First published in 1937 

Music in the 3rd Reich (A.V. Schaffenberg) 
£2.50. A fascinating history of talent ruthlessly 
suppressed after the war. 

My Awakening (David Duke) £24.00. One of the 

finest books to deal with issues which are of 
concern to white people everywhere. 

My Banned Holocaust Interview (Carlo Matt- 
ogno) £6.50. A leading Italian history revisionist 
had his studies and conclusions banned. This is 
his work published privately. 

Nameless War, The (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 

£11.00. A nationalist classic telling of the 
struggle for the soul of Europe and the White 
Race, the hidden forces behind World War II and 
the identity of the real victors. 

New Unhappy Lords, The (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. A brilliant expose of Britain's decline and 
solutions to reverse the trend. One of the best 
books available dealing with the forces of anti¬ 
western conspiracy. 

Norse Poems (W.H. Auden and P.B. Taylor) 
£7.60. Old Icelandic poems translated to capture 
the rhythmic quality of the originals. 

Norse Tradition, The (Pete Jennings) £6.25. 

Explains the Norse tradition and the spiritual 
paths of paganism amongst our forefathers. 

Occupation (Paul Comben) £3.00. A book of 
poetry by a nationalist. 

Our Financial Masters (A. Raven Thompson) 
£3.30. A pre-war look at finance and the reason 
why it must be controlled. 

Pawns in the Game (William Guy Carr) £14.95. 

A classic conspiracy expose. 

Plagiarism and the Culture War (Theodore Papas) 
£14.95. The writings of Martin Luther King Jnr. 
and other prominent Blacks in America. 

Policeman's Narrative, A (Henry A. Clark) £7.00. 

About witchcraft and murder in Zimbabwe. 

Prodigal Genius (John J. O'Neill) £18.50. The 

life of Nikola Tesla, the great inventor whom 
history forgot. 

Race Books (J.B. Isherwood) £4.00. Four books 
titled Man's Racial Nature] Race and Kinship] 
Race and Politics and Religion and the Racial 
Controversy. 

Rebirth of England and English, The (Fr. Andrew 
Phillips) £4.95. The vision of the Dorset poet 
William Barnes (1801-86). In search of our post¬ 
industrial age, the folk nationalist will learn much 
from this book. 

Recovery (Kerry Bolton) £2.30. The story of 
Gottfried Feder and how Germany broke out of 
the economic recession of the early 1930s. 

Revisionist, The (Journal for Critical Historical 
Inquiry) £10.00. An exceptional first volume of 
the latest findings of researchers into the 'Holo¬ 
caust' and the issues surrounding it. A must for 
all those involved in 'Holocaust' studies. A4-size, 

110 pages. 

Rising Tide of Colour, The (Lothrop Stoddard) 


Rudolf Report, The 
(Germar Rudolf) 

£20.00. A scientific 
examination of the 
'gas chambers' of 
Auschwitz and related 
issues. 450 pages. 

Secret Societies and 
Subversive Move¬ 
ments (Nesta Webster) 

£17.95. Argues the 
case for suspecting a 
directing influence 
behind most secret 
groups. 

Seeing Red, Being Green (Denis Hill) £6.90. The 

autobiography of a working-class man who 
began his life as a communist, and due to a 
process of logical deduction and experience 
developed views that would have made him 
welcome at any gathering of the BNP. 

Serpents Walk (Randolph D. Calverhall) £6.95. 

A fictional story of a revolution in 2049. This 
time, as the author says, "The Good Guys Win." 

Stalins War of Extermination 1941-45 (Joachim 
Hoffman) £30.00. This book details the German 
army's desperate efforts to frustrate Soviet 
plans to subjugate all Europe. 

Tastes of Anglo-Saxon England (Mary Savelli) 
£4.95.46 recipes that will enable you to enjoy 
flavours widely known in Anglo-Saxon England 
but rarely experienced today. 

Thinkers of the Right: Challenging Materialism 
(K.R. Bolton) £12.50. On the great writers and 
thinkers of the 20th century who followed the 
'Radical Right'. 

Towards World Government (Deirdre Manifold) 
£10.75. A timely warning of the coming world 
dictatorship. 

Ventilations (Wilmot Robertson) £9.50. A series 
of essays which cover many aspects of racial 
nationalism and show great perception and 
knowledge of world events. 

Western Civilisation and the Soviet Union (D. 
Heald) £2.50. A selection of quotes praising 
Stalin and the other 'Red Dictators' by a range of 
'liberal' intellectuals. These are the words whose 
authors would like forgotten. 

White Fang/Call of the Wild (Jack London) £5.50 

Two of London's masterpieces of the harsh 
Yukon Territory which explore the kingdom of 
the wolf. 

Who Holds the Balance (K.J. Hury) £4.75. 

About the subversion of Western Man by the 
masters of the media. 

Why Civilisations Self-Destruct (Elmer Pendell) 
£10.30. An examination of the reasons why 
societies die out, with examples from ancient to 
modern times. 

Why I Took Up Arms Against Bolshevism (Lt. 
Gen. Andrei Vlasov) £6.00. The tale of the lives 
and deaths of the Russians who fought against 
Stalin. 

Yesterday and Tomorrow (Various authors) 
£4.50. The tradition of national revolution. 
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North West London launches 
GIA/Mayoral campaign 



Ian Edward speaks. Seated left to right are Richard Edmonds, Gareth Jones 

and Julian Leppert. 


North West London BNP launched its 
GLA/Mayoral campaign at an excellent 
meeting on the 26th October, with Mayoral 
candidate Julian Leppert speaking to an 
audience of some 50 people. 

The meeting was chaired by NW London 
organiser Ian Edward, who also told the 


audience how local activists had been 
successful in fighting a campaign which 
culminated in a coachload of demonstrat¬ 
ors turning up at Uxbridge Civic Centre. 

Ian then introduced Gareth Jones of the 
Hounslow & Feltham unit, who in his very 
competent maiden speech gave an insight 
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into the campaign now being conducted by 
FAIR (Families Against Immigrant Racism). 
Woking organiser Frank McAllister then 
gave a run-down on activities and elections 
in which his group have been involved. 

The London mayoral candidate, Julian 
Leppert, gave an entertaining speech 
which had the audience in laughter with his 
opinions on the disgraceful way the city is 
being run. 

After a break for an excellent cold buffet, 
accompanied by patriotic music, there was 
a fine speech, as always, from veteran 
campaigner Richard Edmonds, ending in a 
spontaneous standing ovation by an en¬ 
thused audience. 


The Eleventh Hour 

The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub¬ 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the- 
founder of the British National Party, John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser¬ 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ¬ 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 

Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.58 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.67 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
4DT. 



The book you 
must read if 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 
stand for 
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Case against Tyndall collapses 

BNP founder 
reinstated 


The attempt to drum John Tyndall out of the 
British National Party by use of the party’s 
disciplinary machinery collapsed in shambles 
last month as he was reinstated to membership 
following representations from his solicitor to 
party chairman Nick Griffin. Mr. Griffin was 
clearly persuaded by his own legal advisers that 
the case against Mr. Tyndall as originally brought 
had no chance of standing up in a court of law, 
and therefore that his sole option was to rescind 
the expulsion of him, decided by a four-man 
disciplinary ‘tribunal’ on the 3rd August, and 
agree to his reinstatement as a member of the 
BNP. 

In our September issue we reported on the 
somewhat farcical proceedings of the tribunal, 
and so there is no need to repeat everything 
here. As explained in that report, seven charges 
were originally served against Mr. Tyndall, but 
four of these were dropped during the tribunal 
sitting. On a fifth charge the tribunal acquitted 
Mr. Tyndall, but it found him guilty on the two 
remaining charges, namely that he had personally 
‘slandered’ Nick Griffin and that he had collect¬ 
ively ‘slandered’ the BNP leadership. 

Immediately upon notice of the expulsion, 
Mr. Tyndall placed the matter in the hands of a 
London solicitor, stating that he sought to make 
an application for judicial review of the case - 
which would mean taking it to a court of law 
unless in the meantime an out-of-court settle¬ 
ment resulting in the quashing of his expulsion 
and his consequent reinstatement could be 
negotiated. 

Mr. Tyndall’s case was that the conduct of 
the proceedings against him completely violated 
principles of natural justice. The essence of his 
arguments in these regards was given in our 
September report. In addition, he claimed that 
the specific charges upon which he was found 
‘guilty’ and expelled had no terms of reference 
within the Constitution of the party and that 
therefore the ‘guilty’ verdict on these was invalid 
at first base - quite irrespective of any other 
merits or demerits involved in the case. 

Out-of-court settlement sought 

It was Mr. Tyndall’s desire from the 
beginning of this case to have it settled out of 
court because, had it gone to court and - as is 
almost certain - Mr. Griffin lost, very high costs 
would have been incurred by the defendant. Had 
these costs been awarded against Mr. Griffin 
personally and had it been likely that they could 
have been extracted from him, this would not 
have mattered. However, Mr. Griffin and Mr. 
Tony Lecomber, his accomplice in the action, 
would undoubtedly have expected the party - in 
other words its subscription-paying members - 
to have rescued them from the consequences of 
their own malice and folly and footed the legal 



TYNDALL 

Charges against him floundered - not once but 
twice. 


bill. This would have been financially crippling 
to the BNP. Hence the attempt at the out-of- 
court settlement, which was eventually achieved. 
Some costs have indeed been incurred, but they 
are immeasurably less than those that would 
have been run up in a court action. 

A further try 

The attempt to expel Mr. Tyndall on these 
original charges having failed, Messrs. Griffin 
and Lecomber then immediately tried to ‘get’ 
him on some new charges. These related to 
items published in the October and November 
issues of Spearhead. Mr. Griffin wrote to Mr. 
Tyndall’s solicitor on the 5th November acknow¬ 
ledging defeat on the original charges and 
informing him of Mr. Tyndall’s consequent 
reinstatement. At the same time he informed him 
that the new charges had been introduced and that 
Mr. Tyndall would be receiving notification of 
them shortly. This happened in a letter from Mr. 
Lecomber bearing the same date. Pending a 
hearing on the new charges, Mr. Tyndall was 
suspended from the membership to which he had 
just been reinstated! 

As with the original charges, these new 
charges also fell at the first hurdle. The writing 
and publication of the items to which Messrs. 
Griffin and Lecomber objected occurred at a 
time after Mr. Tyndall had been expelled from 
the party and before his subsequent reinstate¬ 
ment. During that period of approximately three 
months, he was deprived of his rights of 
membership and therefore was removed from 
any subjection to the disciplinary rules of 
membership. This was pointed out to Mr. 

Griffin and Mr. Lecomber. Again, they 
evidently took legal counsel (which they would 
have been far better advised to have done before 
bringing the new charges) and immediately 
dropped the charges and the suspension. 


Thus did Messrs. Griffin and Lecomber 
add further to an unnecessary bill for legal 
costs which they will expect the party to pay. 

These costs are likely to become a matter for 
dispute. The letter to Mr. Griffin from Mr. 
Tyndall’s solicitor offering him the chance of an 
out-of-court settlement was sent on the 8th 
October. After three weeks had elapsed, no reply 
to this letter had been received either by the 
solicitor or by Mr. Tyndall himself. There is a 
condition of applications for judicial review of 
cases like these that they must be made within 
three months of the date of the expulsions to 
which they relate. To ensure that Mr. Tyndall’s 
application fell within this time limit, and to 
allow for any possible last-minute procedural 
hitches, it was decided that it must be taken to 
court on the 31st October, a Friday. Court and 
solicitor’s fees totalling £210.00 were incurred 
in this process. 

Mr. Griffin subsequently wrote to Mr. 
Tyndall’s solicitor on the 5th November saying 
that he had received court notification of the 
application and that this had crossed in the post 
with his letter rescinding the expulsion. Conse¬ 
quently, according to his theory, the application 
had been unnecessary and he had asked for it to 
be struck out as ‘irrelevant’. 

In other words, Mr. Griffin, having failed 
over three weeks to reply to the proposal of an 
out-of-court settlement, does so at the very 
last moment - after the application has been 
put in to the court - and expects to be 
absolved from any costs incurred! 

To date, the total costs incurred in the action 
amount to £3,241.50. 

With regard to the legal fund set up to cover 
these costs, at the time of our going to press 
£2,579.05 has been raised. For the moment, we 
are asking for no further donations to this fund. 
As soon as costs in the action have been fully 
recovered - and we do not know how long this 
will take - we will be in touch with donors 
concerning the disposal of the money raised and 
unused. In the meantime, our deepest thanks are 
due to all who have contributed. Their support 
and generosity is enormously appreciated. 

Talk of ‘technicalities’ 

Doubtless, Messrs. Griffin and Lecomber 
will be communicating their own version of 
these events to the members of the party, and we 
anticipate that their excuse for the fiasco will be 
that Mr. Tyndall got off the charges on ‘techni¬ 
calities’ - a word already used in correspon¬ 
dence received from them. Mr. Tyndall is 
confident that had these ‘technicalities’ not 
resulted in the charges failing even to get beyond 
the starting block, as happened, he could never¬ 
theless have defended himself successfully 
against them in a court of law on the grounds 
that they did not properly fall within the limits of 
permissible constitutional rules in a democratic 
organisation, which must provide for the right of 
members to engage in internal controversy 
without being gagged. 

We have heard that Mr. Lecomber is now 
going about telling people in the party that he 
and Mr. Griffin are going to hound Mr. Tyndall 
out of the BNP one way or the other, bringing 
further disciplinary charges against him until 
eventually one sticks. 

We shall see. 
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REPUBLICANISM: TIME TO 
BURY IT, NOT TO PRAISE IT 

{Contd. from page 21) 

degree of pomp and panoply should 
surround it: how many palaces and royal 
houses, how many cars, how many staff. 
Is it really worth a huge national debate? 
Are there not more important issues that 
we should be exercised over? Aren’t we 
getting immersed in trivia when the 
vastly bigger picture of national affairs is 
what should be demanding our concern 
and passion? The economics involved in 
these arguments are small beer com¬ 
pared with far more urgent national 
issues. 

And one further observation could be 
made. Is it not strange that those who 
shout loudest in protest against royal 
wealth are strangely mute when it comes 
to the ridiculous affluence, luxury and 
ostentation which surround so many of 
today’s popular entertainers - mostly 
quite worthless people and many of 
whom set quite revolting examples to the 
young in their degenerate lifestyles? Just 
where is the ‘universal ache of envy’ and 
the leftish instinct to ‘drag down’ when 
these people’s quite obscene wealth is 
put on display? 

Our national heritage 

But there is much more to royalty 
than this. By a combination of accidents 
of history, Britain is the one remaining 
major nation in which the institution of 
royalty has survived. For better or for 


A VIDEO WORTH HAVING! 

A new video has just been brought out by 
the Friends of Spearhead which is strongly 
recommended to readers. It is a recording of 
a report on the British National Party, 
broadcast in 1994 on the Sixty Minutes 
programme in the United States, a regular 
current affairs feature. The video is of 13 
minutes’ duration and includes an interview 
with the then BNP leader John Tyndall, 
some shots of a speech by Mr. Tyndall at a 
party rally, a scene from a march through 
East London and discussions with BNP 
supporters at a pub nearby. 

The programme followed the party’s 
election victory on the Isle of Dogs in 
September 1993 and was focused on the 
growing support this victory indicated. 

There is one thing we must mention that 
is vitally important. We are distributing this 
video solely for its interest value, and not for 
profit. The charge we are making is just 
enough to cover the cost of making copies 
and of postage and packaging. Under no 
circumstances should copies be made and 
sold for profit by any other persons, as 
this would infringe copyright rules. 

For a copy send £2.00 to Friends of 
Spearhead , PO Box 2471, Hove, East Sussex 
BN3 4DT. 


worse, this institution is a central part of 
our identity and tradition, our heritage. It 
is a very large element in what defines us 
as a nation - along with our flag, our 
anthem, our language, our culture and 
our history. Royalty is a symbol of Britain. 

There is an argument for getting rid of 
long-established national symbols when 
they have a genuinely crippling effect on 
national efficiency and strength. No such 
argument exists in the case of the United 
Kingdom nor its offshoots in the Comm¬ 
onwealth of Nations where people of our 
stock reside. The removal of the Crown 
from the constitutions of Britain or her 
former Dominions would not contribute 
in the slightest to any solution of the real 
problems of these countries nor add in 
the slightest to their welfare. On the other 
hand, it would take away from them 
something that is so much a part of their 
history that they would feel spiritually 
and culturally impoverished without it. 

And mention of those countries 
which not long ago we were pleased and 
proud to call the ‘Dominions’ - and 
which they were equally pleased and 
proud to be thus called - brings us to 
another factor. Leaving aside tradition, 
sentiment and so much else evoked by 
those words, it is a matter of real practical 
necessity for the future that Britain 
rebuild the once-strong connections 
which bonded those countries together 
with herself in mutually beneficial assoc¬ 
iation. If there is to be an alternative to 
the European Union which grants us 
again our lost sovereignty while giving us 
the means to survive in a world of large 
powers, it must lie in a renewal of that 
association, in which the most important 
bond - above the Royal Family, trade and 
co-operation in foreign affairs and 
defence - is that of race, the common¬ 
ality of blood between people of British 
descent. 

Of all the traditions, institutions and 
symbols once linking these peoples 
together, the British Monarchy is the sole 
surviving one of consequence and 
importance. That is why I believe that it is 
no accident that the Monarchy is 
currently so heavily under attack in all 
the countries concerned, particularly 
Australia. Our common enemies have 
something much more important on 
their agenda than the removal of crowns, 


royal standards and heads on postage 
stamps. They want to break up the British 
family of peoples, so that each section of 
that family is separately without the 
power to survive as a meaningful entity 
in the world of the future, and thus to 
resist incorporation in the global New 
World Order. 

For this reason among others of 
crucial national importance, we must not 
allow ourselves to be obsessed with 
sensationalist stories, authentic or not, 
leaking out from the royal household, 
nor with the obvious personal inade¬ 
quacies of the of the present Heir to the 
Throne. We need, as in so much else, to 
focus on the bigger picture, and perceive 
where our political seducers and would- 
be betrayers are trying to lead us. 

Scruton in The Spectator seemed to 
see things the same way. Speaking of the 
levelling influence of The Guardian in its 
anti-monarchist diatribes, he said:- 

“How should we confront this state of 
mind? Were it to become the norm, 
our nation would be inexorably set on 
the path to extinction. And, of course, 
there are those who would welcome 
that result, who see our national 
sovereignty and the culture that 
sustains it as offences against the new 
international order and obstacles of 
the emerging super-state of Europe." 

We need, in other words, to bury the 
republican issue once and for all, and 
open our eyes to the real forces destroy¬ 
ing Britain - so that we may bring all our 
resources to the task of defeating them. 

Read Spearhead on 
the Internet! 

You can obtain the best articles and 
news items from Spearhead by visiting 
the Spearhead website at:- 

www.spearhead-uk.com 


Listen to nationalist radio! 

Send International Reply Coupon 
for broadcast details to:- 
NATIONAL VANGUARD BOOKS, 
Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, 
U.S.A. 

Internet: www.natvan.com & 
www.natall.com 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 

Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations 
from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 
these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle 
the magazine. Hence another need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to Spearhead, PO Box 2471, Hove, East 
Sussex BN3 4DT. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested - in which case an 
SAE would be appreciated. Thanks. 
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